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clerks free.
ject to it.

Mr, CUMMINS. T have a minute on my table, furnished me
by one in whom I have confidence, in which that statement
is made. I have not verified it by any inquiry from the railroad
companies themselves,

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
insist on his point of order?

Mr. BRYAN. T do insist upon it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overrules the point
of order. The question is on the amendment offered by the
Senator from Towa.

Mr. BRYAN. I respecifully appeal from the decision of the
Chair,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is within the Senator’s
provinee and it is satisfactory to the Chair. The Senator from
Florida appeals from the decision of the Chair, The question
is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the
Senate? Those who desire to sustain the decision of the Chair
will please rise and stand until counted.

Mr. CUMMINS, As that is the question on which a division
is called for, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, it seems to me we had the pre-
cedent established to-day by the Vice President in the chair, and
his decision was sustained on an appeal, that a certain amend-
ment then pending was not general legislaton, and it came a
great deal nearer general legislation than does this amendment.
We had pending then an amendment which provided for a com-
mission to make an investigation of the tube services all over
the United States, and it included an appropriation of $25,000
to pay their expenses. It also gave the commission the right to
employ experts and to make a complete investigation. The
Chair held that it was not general legislation, and, as I said, the
Senate on an appeal from the decision sustained the Chair.

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator yield to me to make a
motion to take a recess until to-morrow at half past 10 o'clock?

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will let me conclude——

Mr, OVERMAN. I understand that it is the desire to take
up this question in the morning,

Mr. NORRIS, All right; I yield.

RECESS.

Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate take a recess until
10.30 o'clock to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 5 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday,
February 15, 1917, at 10.30 o'clock a. m.

I have been told that the railroad companies ob-

Does the Senator from Florida

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WebpNespay, February 14, 1917.

The House met at 12 o'clock and 30 minutes p, m.

Rev, William Couden, of Washington, D. C., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Dear God, we know that Thou art far above considerations of

earthly power and wealth, or numbers. Yet we feel that if
Thou art mindful of two or three who gather in Thy name,
Thou wilt hear the prayers of this our wide and populous
Nation. We need Thee with all the shining of Thy light and
love. Without Thee, the greatest is less than the least. With
Thee, the weakest becomes strong, linked to the Eternal and
Infinite.
" In these days of uncertainty and stress we implore Thee to
bless him who has been our President in the term now nearly
past and who will soon enter upon another term of the great
office. Guide all our leaders in thought and action, and move
our peonle with truth and justice. If we are to have foes, judge
Thou befween us. And grant that our friumph always and
forever shall be that we remain steadfastly on the side of Jesus
Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

OLEOMARGARINE.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have read a telegram from the New York State Dairymen's
League, which I received this morning.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
have a telegram read. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The Clerk read as follows:

LirTLE FaLLs, N. Y., February 13, 1917,
Hon. HoMER P, SxypeEr, M, (.,
a Washington, D, C.:

We think Underwood amendment to internal revenue bill making

oleomargerine tax 2 cents pound permitting coloring to be used as

adopted by the Senate Finance Committee Is
legalizing counterfeiting by
not be permitted.

wrong principle of
ayment of small leense fee and should
Please make effort to kill this amendment,
D. Coorer,
Presgident Dairymen’s League.

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS.

Mr, TREADWAY, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have read a resolution adopted by the House of Representatives
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be
read.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Tae COMMONWRALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS,
HousE OF RErRESENTATIVES,
February 9, 1917,

Ordered, That it is the sense of the house of representafives that the
citizens of the Commonwealth of Massachnsetts, regardless of race,
creed, color, or party, in the present national crisis, stand now, as
always, as one man ready to support with their blood and treasure the
President and the Congress of the United States in whatsoever action

he or it may take to preserve the dignity, honor, and safety of our
country ; and be it further

Ordered, That a copy of this expression of the house of representa-
tives be sent to the President of the United States and to each Senator
and Representative in Congress from this Commonwealth

James W. KIMBALL, Clerk.
A true copy.
Attest :

JAMES W. KIMBALL,
Clerk House of Representatives.

RECESS.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the House stand in recess until 10 minutes to 1.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that the House stand in recess until 10 min-
utes to 1. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m.) the House
stood in recess until 12 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session.

COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTE.

At 12 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m. the Doorkeeper announced
the Vice President and the Senate of the United States.

The Senate enfered the Hall, preceded by their Sergeant at
Arms and headed by the Vice President and the Secretary of
the Senate, the Members and officers of the House rising to re-
ceive them,

The Vice President took his seat as the presiding officer of the
Jjoint convention of the two Houses, the Speaker of the House
occupying the chair on his left,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Gentlemen of the Senate and House
of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, this
joint session of the two Houses of Congress is held in accord-
ance with the Constitution of the United States, the laws enacted
thereunder, and the concurrent resolution heretofore passed by
the two Houses for the purpose of opening the certificates and
ascertaining the electoral vote for President and Vice President
of the United States. The tellers heretofore appointed by reso-
lution of the two Houses—Mr. Kery and Mr, CrApp, on the part
of the Senate, and Mr. Rucker of Missouri and Mr, MarEs, on
the part of the House—will be seated at the Clerk’s desk.

It has been the immemorial custom upon occasions such as
this to refrain entirely from any manifestation of approval or
disapproval. This custom has arisen from the fact that the
result may not be entirely satisfactory to everybody, so the
Chair requests that all in the gallery and the Members of both
Houses refrain from any manifestation of approval.

In accordance with the law the Chair now opens the returns
from the State of Alabama. If there be no objection, the read-
ing of that portion of the return which is formal will be omitted.
If any Senator or Representative desires it read in full, it will
be read. If there be no objection, the formal reading will be
dispensed with.

There was no objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The tellers will now count and
announce the electoral vote of the State of Alabama.

Mr. KERN (one of the tellers). The certificate of the electoral
vote of the State of Alabama seems to be regular in form and
properly authenticated, and it appears therefrom that Woodrow
Wilson; of the State of New Jersey, has received 12 votes for
President of the United States, and that Thomas R. Marshall,
of the State of Indiana, has received 12 votes for Vice President
of the United States.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to-this cer-
tificate? None being offered, the tellers will proceed to read,
count, and announce the vote of the State of Arizona,

The tellers then proceeded to read, count, sl announce, as

was done in the case of Alabama, the electoral votes of the sev-
AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT

INFORMATION

GPO -




1917. CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. 3289

eral States in their alphabetical order, and in each case objec-
tions, if any, were called for by the presiding officer, and none
were offered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. All of the certificates having been
read, counted, and announced, the tellers will make a list of the
same and report the result to the Presiding Officer.

Mr. KERN (one of the tellers). Mr. President, we, Joax W.
Kerx and Moses E. Crapp, tellers on the part of the Senate,
and Wrtriam W. Rucker and Carr E. Margs, tellers on the part
of the House of Representatives, report the following as the
result of the ascertainment and counting of the electoral vote for
President and Vice President of the United States for the term
beginning March 4, 1917:

For President. For Vice President.

Woodrow
Wilson,
of New
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30!! W. EErN,

osEs K. CLAPP
!'aﬂm'c on ﬂw part of the Senate,
WirtiaM W. RUCkKER,
Carr H. MarEs,
Tellcrs on the part of the House of Representatives.
The VICE PRESIDENT. By the report of the tellers and
the list made by them of the electoral vote of the several States,
the state of the vote for President of the United States, as de-
livered to the President of the Senate, is as follows:
The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Presi-
dent of the United States is 531, of which a majority is 266.
Woodrow Wilson, of the State of New Jersey, has received
for President of the United States 27T votes.
Charles E. Hughes, of the State of New York, has received
254 wvotes,
The state of the vote for Vice President of the United States,
as delivered to the President of the Senate, is as follows:
The whole number of the electors appointed to vote for Vice
President of the United States is 531, of which a majority is
266

Thomas R. Marshall, of the State of Indiana, has received
for Vice President of the United States 277 votes.
Charles W. Fairbanks of the State of Indiana, has received

254 votes.

This announcement of the state of the vote by the President
of the Senate shall be deemed a sufficient declaration of the
persons elected President and Vice President of the United
States, each for the term beginning March 4, 1917, and shall
be entered, together with a list of the votes, on the Journals of
the Senate and House of Representatives.

The purpose for which the joint convention assembled having
been accomplished, I now dissolve this joint convention, and
the Senate will retire to their Chamber,

The Senate retired from the Hall, and (at 1 o'clock and 43
minutes p. m.) the Speaker resumed the chair and called the
House to order.

TRANSFER OF RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS TO THE ACTIVE LIST.

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the Clerk
will call the committees.

The Clerk called the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr, CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Military Affairs I call up the bill S. 6850, an act authorizing
transfer of certain retired officers to the active list.

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar, and the
House will automatically resolve itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Lroyp in the
chair.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That hereafter the Presldent be, and he is hereby,
authorized, within one year of the approval of this act, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, to transfer, upon application, to
the active list of the Army any officer nnder 50 years of age who may
bave been transferred heretofore from the active to the retired list of
the Army under the act to provide for recognizing the services of certain
officers of the Army, Nnvy. and Public Health Service for their services
in connection with the ction of the Panama Canal, and for other
purposes, approved lu.rch 4, 1915 : Provided, That such ‘officer shall be
transferred to the rank and place on the active list which he would
have had if he bhad not been retired, shall be carried as an additional
number in the grade to which he may be transferred or at any time
thereafter promoted, and shﬁlbs moted on the same date as the
officer next above nim shall be oommlmlnned in the arm
ent of the trom which he was retired : Jun—

hat such officer shall stand a satisfactory medical exs.mina
and when prometed shall stand the medical an fessional examina-
tions provided for by law : And provided Iurmr t any officer trans-
ferred to the nct'hre list under this ac:t shall not a entitled to
the benefits of the Panama Canal act described a t when
retired for age or for physieal d&ubﬂ.‘lu ineurred ln the {ine ntp duty.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. I send to the desk a letter
that I would like to have the Clerk read in my time. .

The Clerk read as follows:

Decemeer 4, 1916.
Hon, 8. H. DExT
Chairman Oowm-utm on Mil Aflairs,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

My Dear Me. DENT: I wish to bring to your attention Senate bill
6850, which is the same as H. R. 17424, now on the Union Calendar.

The act maklng' appropriations for the s ort of the Army for the
fiscal year 1916 contains a provision nnthor e transfer to the
active list of officers of the transferred to the retired
list for physical disabllity and g:oﬂdﬂ that each officer 80 transferred
be r:arr‘led as an additional num and be given the place on the active
list he would have had if he had not been retired. This act dees not
include officers who have been retired under the Panama Canal
approved March 4, 1915, which deficlency in legislation the bill 5. ' 6856
would remedy.

umcers t;ranstermﬂ to the n.ctlre list under the present law have been

vanced one or two grades in rank. whereas officers tranarerred under
hill 8. 68560 would return to the rank each held at the time of his retire-
ment, or, as it happens, one grade lower than that held by each on the

retlreﬂ ].ls.t.
reﬂnd under the Panama Canal act were physically and
men sound, well trained, and had h.nd unusual ence for their
nﬂ cmdder it a good tion for the Government
tn obtain the active services of these w‘ho eslre to return to the active
list under the conditions of bill 8. 6850.

Une of the officers served 21 years in tha Ordnance Department, and -
his return to the active list wounld help to meet a shortage of
experienced offi brought about by laced upon
that department thro recent appropriation acts n.nd by the loss of a
number of such officers taken from the department by the inducements
of private emp.loyment. which shortage could be relieved in no other
prompt mann There are now several demands for such an officer
whi there !a no way of meﬁ.n{

1 theenu:tmentinto votblllBGSﬁOaspamdb
Senate on Septmher 1916, to be for the best interests o
Government,

Sincerely, yours,

increased I%)lll1il!ll

th.s

NewToN D. BAKER,
Secretary of War.
Mr., CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been on the
Unanimous Consent Calendar. When it was being considered by
the House at that time certain objections were raised by the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] on the theory. that the bill
brought into the service certain men that made it objectionable,
The proposition here is that we are not trying te do a favor
to any Army officer, nor are we trying to promote any Army
officer, but what we are frying to do is to favor the United
States and to save money to the Government of the United
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States for the simple reason that these men are now on the re-
tired list at a grade above that at which they will come back
into the service. As long as they live and stay on the retired
list they will eontinue to draw the retired pay, and if some
other man is put into these positions he will draw more pay and
we will be paying two men, one of whom is working and one of
whom is not working. If, on the other hand, you let these men
go back into the service at a grade at which they are now receiv-
ing you will save the retired pay and get a good and effi-
cient, well-tried, and true Army officer to do the work that
this Government now needs to have done.

Gen. Crozier was before our committee and this question was
brought up, and he was asked why he was interested in this bill.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Are we considering Senate bill
6850 now?

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. TIs not that a general bill that
would admit any retired Army officer who might have gone out
of the service temporarily ?

Mr. CALDWELL. No; this bill will only cover four Army
officers, retired under the Panama Canal act, mentioned in the
report.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The report I have mentions no
Army officer. I have a report brought in by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Carpwerr] from the Committee on Military
Affairs to accompany S. 6850. It mentions no names, and does
not indicate that it is in the interest of any special officer.

Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman will yield, there is an earlier
report on the House bill which I assume the gentleman from
New York refers to.

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania
will bear with me, I will expain. The bill seeks to enable four
Army officers who were retired at the time Gen. Goethals retired
to be placed on the active list. At that time it was found in the
House that if these men who had been doing the work on the
Panama Canal were sent back into active duty the fact that
they went back into active duty would be practically a reduction
in standing, and so for that reason ¢he men were given an oppor-
tunity to retire, and four of them took advantage of the act, and
this bill covers those four and no more.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Were they employed on the
Panama Canal when they were retired?

Mr. CALDWELL. They were in the United States service;
three retired as majors and one as a colonel.

Mr. BROWNING. Who are the four men referred to?

Mr. CALDWELL. One was Col. Dickson, who received $3,750
a year, and the three others were majors, receiving $2,925 per
year. 3

Mr, KAHN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes.

Mr. KAHN. These gentlemen, when retired, retired one
grade higher under the Panama Canal act than that in which
they had been serving.

Mr. CALDWELL. I have so stated.

Mr. BROWNING. Is Maj. Barbour one of the retired officers?

Mr. CALDWELL. I think not.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CALDWELL. Certainly.

Mr. STAFFORD. If I understand this bill, it is intended
merely te permit one of the four officers who retired under
the Panama Canal retirement act to regain service in the Army.

Mr. CALDWELL. We want to permit all four to return to
the active list, but I understand that there is but one that will
do it right away.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman inform the committee
whether the gentleman seeking to gain promotion in the service
is employed in civilian life?

Mr. CALDWELL. No; he is now doing duty voluntarily in
the Army, having gone back to the service as a retired officer.
He is now at Watervliet doing duty on which he volunteered
to work until March 4, 1917, after which, if this bill should
not become a law. he will go back into civil life.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has he accepted the retirement provided
for in the Panama Canal act? 3

Mr. CALDWELL. He did. At the time that Col. Dickson
accepted that retirement his wife was in a very delicate con-
dition. She was so badly off that it was impossible for him
to stay in the service and. properly care for her. He took
advantage of this retirement clause and nursed his wife until
she died. After she died and he was on the retired list, he
was given a contract of employment in ecivil life, and just as
he was beginning in the work the contract fell down and he

quit. Since that time he has been offered nmmerous. places
of employment at high salary, but because of his past experi-
ence and his association in the Army and his desire fo spend
that kind of a life, he is holding off from going into private
employment in munition factories, hoping he can get into the
United States Army and there perform the duty that we need
just such men to perform.

Mr. STAFFORD. Have any of the other three who have
accepted retirement under the Panama Canal act accepted serv-
ice with munition factories or other private employment? :

Mr. CALDWELL. I understand two of them have. I yield
to the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Mirier], who can tell
the gentleman in respect to that.

Mr., MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Chairman, I understand
there are two of them, and one of the five I will call to his
attention is a chaplain, and so the question of going into em-
ployment in a munition factory could not lie against him.

Mr. STAFFORD. How many of these retired officers are
at the present time performing service for private munition
factgries and at the same time accepting pay as retired offi-
cers? "

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I understand that there are
two of them. These men are not known to me personally.
I have found out, however, that none of the five men ex-
g.;cted or wanted to take advantage of this act except Col.

xon.

Mr. STAFFORD. These other two find it more profitable
to work for private concerns with their retired pay than to
go back into the United States Army and perform work so
pressingly needed by the Government?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will not deny that, but they
retired under the law passed here in the last Congress.

Mr, BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, can the gentleman tell
me who those three majors are?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will tell the gentleman from
ﬁew Jersey. I just came into the Hall, and I have the list

ere.

Mr. BROWNING. I have been trying to find out.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. There are three ecaptains,
Robert E. Wood of the Cavalry, Courtland Nixon of the In-
fantry, Frank O. Whitlock of the Cavalry; one major, Henry
A. Brown, a chaplain; and one lieutenant colonel, Col. Dickson,
in the Ordnance Arm,

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota.
tleman yield further?

Mr. CALDWELL. T yield to the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr, MILLER of Minnesota. What distinguished service in
connection with digging the Panarha Canal did these men
illustriously perform?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Under the act of March 4, 1915,
these gentlemen and other gentlemen who wanted to take ad-
vantage of it had the right to retire.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I understand all of that, but
those names were added after the bill left the House, and some
of us have been wondering ever since they were added just
what they had done to merit this distinction.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I differ with the gentleman. The
Papnama Canal act does not name any particular officer. It
simply provides that officers who have served a certain length
of time on the Panama Canal have the right to apply for re-
tirement.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. The bill as it passed the House
limited the emolument to a very small number of people.

Mr. EAHN. Named in the bill.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Yes; and these others were
added, and if I may be permitted to say so, to the lasting dis-
grace of the whole proposition, and if I could pass a law that
could bring them back and subject them to some punishment for
going out, I would do it. I

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. What did Congress pass an act
;i}r 117 it did not expect people to take advantage of its provi-

ons c

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. To be plain and frank with the
gentleman, I have understood that it was at the earnest solicita-
tion of these men that this act was going to benefit. I do not
mean these particular men, but the group of individuals in-
cluded in the provisions as it became a law—that those indi-
viduals were instrumental in at least asking for it. v

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the propo-
sition, it was this: At the time that the statute was passed per-
mitting some of the Army officers to retire, to take advanage of
the fact that they had done work at Panama, it was pointed out
that every man who was down there, from the lieutenant on up,
had been in a very high executive position.

Mr, Chairman, will the gen-
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Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit an
amendment—I would say that every man from a shoveler, or
who worked a steam shovel, up.

Mr. CALDWELL. The gentleman does not get my train of
thought. All of the men who had been in executive positions
(had a position that was far above that which their relative
‘rank in the ordinary branches of the Army would give them. In
other words, their responsibilities were greater, and if they came
back and went into the Regular Army service, it would be what
was in the minds of the Army officers a “ comedown.” In other
words, they have been for some years in very high positions and
in coming back they would go down instead of up, as the service
warranted. I was not a Member of Congress at that time, but
Congress passed a bill that permitted these men who wanted to
retire to do so. Now, in the particular case of Col. Dickson,
who is the man we are trying to get back at this time and whom
Gen. Crozier wants back because he has a place for him in some
work that is necessary to be done and he does not know any-
body else who can do it——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.

Mr. CALDWELL. I will.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Why does not the gentleman
bring in a bill to restore Col. Dickson and let us fight it out
on its merits? Why does the gentleman want to get Col. Dick-
son back, and under cover of Col. Dickson open up the whole
business, so that any man who has goné& out of the service for
his own benefit and perhaps for his own profit can come back
under this blanket provision and be reappointed by the Presi-
dent on application?

Mr. CALDWELL. The War Department has asked that the
bill be made broad enough to cover all these officers referred to
in the report, which the gentleman now has a copy of before
him, so they can be all gotten back, because they want all of
those men if they can get them.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The bill goes beyond these
five officers mentioned in the report, a copy of which I have at

Will the gentleman ylelh?

t succeeded in getting, I understand some of them have
employed outside of the Government service at higher
'a&laries than they would get in the service, and now they are
very anxious to come back; and if they can come back under
the provisions of this bill tlu.y will rank the men who have
-been faithful to the service while they have been gone looking
after their own affairs, Now, will the gentleman——

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am asking why they bring
in a blanket resolution instead of covering each individual case?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. If the gentleman will permit,
these same men covered in this bill might still stay on the re-
tired list at higher rank and pay than they would expect if
they came in under the provisions of the act; so it is no di-
rect monetary advantage to them or advantage in rank, but it
is a saerifice.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. They are still attached to the
service, still under pay?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. At present.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And therefore the gentleman
thinks it is a good proposition to put them back in the service,
so they will be doing something for what they are now paid,
and no longer be on the retired list?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Let me ask the gentleman
whether it is a good proposition, a good business proposition, for
the Government in time of stress, when the country needs
trained men, just such men as these men are, to give over to
the serviee of private corporations or to outside concerns their
talent and ability? The gentleman does not answer.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I will answer the gentle-
man and then I will yield some time. I will say in answer to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]—

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I shall oppose this bill unless
the gentleman indicates the men who want to come back. There
are certain officers of the Army who have gone out of the sery-
ice, and there may be good reasons why they should not come
back.

Mr. CALDWELL. No:; I will say to the gentleman from
T'ennsylvanin that as I understand the situation it is this:
These Army officers were trained for the United States JArmy
in the United States Military Academy

Mr. SLAYDEN. The chaplain was not.

Mr. CALDWELL. Except the chaplain; they have had a
fraining that was at least beneficial to them, Now, those men
who went into a private munitions factory had a further train-
ing which are the men who in the mind of the War Department
are extremely valuable to us now that we have embarked on

a scheme of making our own munitions. We need men who

have had charge of commercial enterprises. We need men who

ﬁage had just the kind of schooling and training these men have
ad.

Now, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from California-
[Mr. Kanx].

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, answering the proposltlon of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr., Moore], I desire to call his
attention to one or two matters. In the first place when these
gentlemen retired, their places were immediately filled and
there were no vacancies then to which they could have been
appointed if they had applied for reappointment. The national-
defense act, which created a great number of additional offices
in the Army, did not pass until June 3, 1916. It was thereafter
that men began to apply for the positions which were created
by that act. It was only after the passage of that act that
these people could see their way clear to get appointments in
the United States Army. Now, if they go back into active serv-
ice and the Government gets the benefit of their talent and
ability, they will only get as pay practically what they are draw-
ing as retired officers because——

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. No; they will go down a grade.

Mr. KAHN. They get practically the pay and allowances of
the grade lower than the one at which they retired; and there-
fore, if they are reappointed, they get about the same pay
which they are getting now.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. KAHN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me, if I read his
mind aright, what is puzzling the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Moore] is that you take gentlemen who have rendered dis-
tinguished service, if you please, and permit them, when it is to
their advantage to do it, to go out of the Army and then rein-
state them by creating additional commissioned officers. You
did not mention in your statement the fact that it is not pro-
posed to make additional commissioned officers.

Mr. KAHN. I meant to say that.

Mr. SLAYDEN. And c¢ontinue employment in the commer-
cial world as long as it suits them, and, when it is more agree-
able and profitable to come back, and you permit them to do
it, it may be—I will not say demoralizing to the military
service, but something that squints in that direction.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. You are diseriminating
against everybody who has been faithful to the service and
who is in line of promotion.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I know Col. Dickson very well. He is an
excellent officer and gentleman and I think his services are val-
uable; but I do not think we are warranted in creating more
offices to accommodate a chaplain, for example, who has gone
oil;it to his own advantage and who is getting paid as a retired
officer.

Mr. KAHN. I am not pleading the cause of the other office
particularly, but I say that what the gentleman states may
correct and this bill may create some dissatisfaction. 8till, at
the present time the War Department is exceedingly anxious to
get officers who know their business to fill the vacancies that
even in the commissioned forces of the Army have been created
by the passage of the national-defense act.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Are there any vacancies to which these gen-
tlemen ecan go?

Mr. KAHN. There are, I think.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Why do you propose to create five additional
vacancies, then?

Mr. KAHN. Probably in these higher grades there are no
vacancies. There are vacancies in the lower grades, I know.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Does the gentleman from Califor-
nia agree with the gentleman in charge of the bill that the
principal object of this bill is to get Col. Dickson back into the
service?

Mr. KEAHN. Yes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Also the claim is made that if he
is going into the service he is going back one rank lower than
he held when he went out.

Mr. KAHN. One rank lower than he was retired at.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Permit me to read:

Provided, That such officer shall be transferred to the rank and place

on the active list which he would have had if he had not been retired,

shall be carried as an additlonal number in the grade to which he may

be transferred or at any time thereafter promoted, and shall be g
moted on the same date as the officer nex{ above him in rank, and shall

ge commistui!maed in the arm or departmént of the Army trom whick
e was retire

Now, that puts him over the head of other officers.
Mr. KAHN, He would then get about the very pay he iB
getting now.
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Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The point is, as I understand it,
/the War Department, referring to the statement of the gentle-
man from California [Mr, Kann], is anxious to get Col. Dick-
son back into the service. The minute he is commissioned lieu-
‘tenant colonel the War Department ean next commission him a
colonel or a brigadier general or a major general.

Mr, KAHN. I do not think so.

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. Has it not been done?

Mr. KAHN. If there happened to be vacancies in the higher
grades,

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. That can be provided for. So
that the proposition of the sacrifice on the part of the colonel
is somewhat problematical, is it not, in coming back into the
service? Is it not a fact?

Mr. CALDWELL. It is not so, for this reason: That if he
goes back as lieutenant colonel, he would not be a brigadier
general or anything else.

Mr. KAHN. They can advance him as vacancies in the higher
grades occur. That is the only way they can advance anybody.
‘The Chief of Ordnance, Gen. Crozier, appeared before the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and stated it was exceedingly desir-
able to get Col. Dickson back into the service, inasmuch as he
wus a valuable man.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KAHN. In a moment. And Gen. COrozier stated he went
.out of the service under extraordinary circumstances; that his
wife at the time he resigned was very ill and that he could not
|give her that care and attention he desired to give her so long
as he continued in the service; that subsequently his wife died ;
that the obligation to look after her was removed, and from that
time on he tried to get back again into the service. That is
‘the statement, as I remember it, that Gen. Crozier made to our
committee.

Now I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorg].

Mr. MOORE of Pepnsylvania. I have an understanding that
Gen. Crozier desired the return of Col. Dickson, but I am at a
loss to know why, when the committee is endeavoring to oblige
the Ordnance Bureau by restoring Col. Dickson, it brings in four
«others, who may or may not be of special service to the depart-
mment at this time and the introduction of whom wmeans the

tion here of a general law that will admit anybody to
‘restoration to duty.

Mr. KEAHN. 1 think that only five retired as the result of
the passage of the Panama Canal law.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would the gentleman be satis-
/fied with an amendment to this bill providing for the restoration
'of Col. Dickson?

Mr. KAHN. So far as I.am concerned, I would be satisfied.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And cutting out the blanket
clause of this measure?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont, May I suggest this to the gentle-
man from Penbsylvania?

Mr. CALDWELL. T yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Delaware [Mr., MiLer].

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I wanted to follow the contlnulty
of this.

MILLER of Delaware. I yield to the gentleman from
Vermont.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GREEXE].

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I de not want all of that. The
terms of the act permit the application of its provisions to such
'officers as come under the language—

transf such active list of the Army any officer under 50 years

o ge wh o?nto have bae;etrun:ferred heretotum from the ncthg list

to the retlred a'fvst of the Army \mdefr the act to provide for zing
services wffhn'v” and Publie enlth

the certain officers of th
Service for thdr servlres in cmmectinn the construction of the

Panama Canal—

And so forth.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Certainly.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Chairman, is the gentleman
proceeding in my time or not?

The CHAIRMAN, WNo. The gentleman from New York yielded

* to him. Now he yields to you.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
now,

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. All right.

The CHAIRMAN. Thg gentleman frcm Delaware is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Chairman, this ls the bill
which I discussed at some length when it was on the Unani-
mous Consent Calendar on the 15th of Janunary of this year.
I will not enter into the details as to why I am interested

I will not take any more time

in this matter; suffice to say I am interested in it purely
from the standpoint of merited legislation, I would like to
have the attention of gentlemen on the floor wlho seem to be
opposed to this bill, and if my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Moore] will bear with me for a moment I hope to be anble to
clear up several points that I see he has in his mind.

The gentleman from Verment [Mr, Greexg] just read to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania an extract from the Panama
Canal act. That act was passed en the 4th of March, 1915,
by Congress and became a law, and under that act certain
officers in the Army had a right to apply for retirement. If
the principle was wrong, the act was wrong at the time it was
passed ; but under that act five men applied for retirement and
were retired. Only five men, as I understand it, have been
affected and have retired under the Panama Canal act.

Mr. MANN. For what reason were they retired?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will say to the gentleman from
Tllinois, without reading the whole act, that——

Mr, MANN. The Panama Canal act does not authorize re-
tirement.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware.
the Panama Canal act.

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; not at all. They were retired under
the law relating to retirements. The Panama Canal act only
provided that when retired they should be retired at one grade
higher. That is all.

Mr, MILLER of Delaware. The bill says in substance,
“For recognizing the services of certain officers of the Army
and Navy,” and so forth, * for their services in connection with
the Panama Canal.,” That was the act under which these men
were retired two years ago.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman is mistaken about that.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will admit what the gentle-
man says, so that I can go ahead, but I do not want to be made
to appear that T am making any misstatements here in order
to mislead anybody.

Mr. MANN. There is no misstatement. There is simply a
misunderstanding. The Panama Canal act only provided that
when retired, officers should be retired one grade higher. I
have the act before me.

Mr. of Delaware. I thank the gentleman for bring-
ing out that point. These officers took advantage of that act,
and they were retired. - There were five of them. Their names
are given in the report. One of these men was a very valuable
man in the Ordnance Department, Col. Dickson. When I asked
him specifically why he had retired from the service he stated
to me that on account of the illness of his wife, on the Panama
Oanal Zone, it was necessary for him, if he did his duty by his
wife, to leave the Army at that time, which he did, under the
act of March 4, 1915. BSubsequently his helpmeet failed to
recover from her illness and died. About that time certain
factories in this couniry were in need of trained help. The
man was out of the Army. A contract was made with him, but
later on it was found—although not due to any inability on his
part—that the contract was such that he did not care to continue.
with it. That is the case of Col. Dickson; and for the last few
months he has been utilized by the Chief of the Bureau of
Ordnance at various arsenals throughout the country.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will be glad to.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know
whether Col. Dickson appeared before the committee?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I can not say, because I am not a
member of that committee; but I see the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Kaax] shakes his head.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know
whether Col. Dickson's story has been told officially before any
committee .of this House?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I can not answer that; but I
understand from the gentleman from California [Mr. Kaun]
that he did not appear.

Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman will permit me, Gen. Crozier
did appear before the Committee on Military Affairs and made
a statement concerning the services of Col. Dickson.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, May I ask if these five officers
ﬂppeared before the committee, or if Gen. Crozier spoke for
them, all

Mr, KAHN Gen. Crozier spoke for them all.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Yes; I yield.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that most of
the Members are concerned with the reasons why these men got
out, but we are concerned with this basic question as to why
they are permitted to come in on the same terms as if they had

These men were retired under
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stayed in, beeause that, to my mind, is a gross injustice to those
who are in the service and puts a premium upon the action of
men going out of the service and then coming back.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I find that only one of them will
take advantage of the act. That is Col. Dickson. The Bureau
of Ordnance is asking for him in no uncertain terms.

Mr. SHERLEY. I know the Bureau of Ordnance needs men,
I have ‘tried to give them additional men as much, perhaps, as
any other man in the House; but, for the sake of a particular
bureau, we can not afford to disregard a fundamental rule of
equity. Here are men who go out of the service voluntarily.
Now, they are permitted to come back with the same rank as
if they had continunously stayed in the service. I submit to
gentlemen that that is net fair to the other men who do stay.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I really think that the members
of the Committee on Military Affairs, who reported the bill out,
are better versed as to that point than I am, and they can
answer the gentleman. I want to proceed to other points.
One of these men will draw down $3,750 as retired pay from
the Government every year of his life.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Delaware
has expired.

Mr, CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more
to the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Delaware is recog-
nized for five minutes more. :

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Coming back to the active list,
he will draw as lieutenant colonel, as I understand it, $4,500,
and he has 16 years yet to serve. Looking at it from a purely
business standpoint, is it not good business for us to let this
man come back when the bureau wants him, when he will
draw down $3,750 for the next 16 years and not be rendering
the Government his service; and if we will take him back he
will, of course, draw $4,500 as a lieutenant colonel and $5,000
as colonel, should he reach that rank?

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. Does the gentleman feel that these men, as
suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], if
they are put on the active list, should be allowed to take the
place of the men who have remained in the service, or should
they take their place at the bottom of the list?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will say to the gentleman that
this bill is reported from his own committee, the Committee on
Military Affairs, and I am willing to follow the bill that they
have reported out.

Mr. McKENZIE. I want to say to the gentleman from Dela-
ware that T am not in favor of that propesition.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Yes. :

Mr. SNYDER. What salary is this gentleman-drawing now,
and is he employed outside of the service of the Government?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware, He gets his retired pay.

Mr. SNYDER. I thought the gentleman said he was em-
ployed by another concern outside.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. He is working at the Watertown
Arsenal now.

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. - Moore], without giving names, that under no circum-
stances, even under the widest interpretation of the proposed
act, could a certain gentleman more or less connected in the
past with Philadelphia affairs ever come back to the Army.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will permit
me to say, it is not a personal matter with me. You are offer-
ing legislation so broad that you encourage men to leave the
service, with the expectation that they can come back and
rank the others who have remained faithful to the service,

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. It only applies to men retired
under the act of March 4, 1915. A question has been raised
here about these other four men.

Mr., SHALLENBERGER. As I understood the gentleman
from Illinois, he states that these men were not retired under
that act, but under the act under which every officer retires.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. No; the gentleman from Illi-
nois was calling attention to a misunderstanding that I may
have created by referring to the act in my opening remarks.
I would like to yield further, but I have not much time left.

One of these men was a chaplain, so he could not be consid-
ered as a man going out to work for certain factories and then
coming back again. One of these men was Frank O. Whitlock,
to whom I happened to be introduced at one time, and I remem-
bered his name when I saw it in the report. I wrote him a
letter and asked him what he intended to do about this legis-
lation, and I have a Jetter from himn saying that as far as
he is concerned, he does not want to take advantage of the

act, that he does not want to come back.
80 as to dispose of one other man,

Mr. SLAYDEN. He is barred by age anyway.

Mr, MILLER of Delaware. No. I submit to you that if this
act does bring back only one man, Col. Dickson, he is coming
back perhaps even more valuable than he went out, because
what experience he has will certainly accrue to the benefit of
the Government, and to-day he is being used by the Govern-
ment at the Watertown Arsenal, and formerly at the Water-
vliet Arsenal in New York. I sincerely hope that the sus-
picion aroused by this bill will not be such as to defeat it,
because I think a good many of the points raised by our col-
leagues on the floor to-day have been disposed of by the debate .
that has ensued. Mr. Chairman, as I went into other details
of- this bill during the debate on January 15, 1917, I will yield
at this point.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CALDWELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Vermont [Mr. GREENE].

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I am quite willing
to say that I agree with the general proposition that no special
legislation should be designed or calculated to permit officers
of the United States Army to go in and out of the Government
service at pleasure, try experiments in commercial and indus-
trial life outside, and then, possibly being disappointed in their
expectations, to come back to the service withont loss of rank.
However, I favor the general proposition that the Secretary of
‘War should be authorized by some legislation to return to active
service certain men who are acknowledged experts in the Ord-
nance Department, and whose services at this time would be of,
particular value to the Government, more ially if the
desire is expressed by those men to relinquish any possibilities
of outside emoluments in addition to the pay they would be
receiving all the time on the retired list without making any
effort to earn it, and to come back into the service and earn
pay, and only to receive the pay that they do earn.

Mr. SNYDER. Why can not these gentlemen go back into
the service through the Officers’ Reserve Corps?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. They would not go back to the
status that they have as officers of the regular service.

Mr. SNYDER. They would go back with some status, and
would go into the service.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont.
retirement.

Mr. SNYDER. I only asked for information.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. They also lose their right to promo-
tion, do they not?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. That is always implied. It seems
to me the objections that have been presented here by some
gentlemen on the floor in this discussion might be met if the
bill were amended, on page 2, line 3, by striking out the words
“would have ” and the further words * if he had not been,” and
the words * when he was” inserted in the proper place, so that
the line as amended would read :

He had when he was retired—

And the entire proviso would read:

Provided, That such officer shall be transferred to the rank and place
on the active list which he had when he was retired—

And so forth.

Mr. CALDWELL. If the gentleman will yield, we are going
to offer an amendment in almost those words when we get to that
point in the bill.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. That is another happy illustration
of the fact that great minds often run in the same channel.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman:

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is rec-
ognized in opposition to the bill for one hour. C

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. MANN] so much time as he desires.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I served for a good many years
on the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, which
had legislative jurisdiction over the Panama Canal. I served
with the wvery distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
ApamsoN], now the chairman of that committee. I made the
first proposition which was made to give to Col. Goethals ad-
vancement in rank because of his services on the Panama Canal,
my idea being to give a distinction to the head of that service
for doing a great work in time of peace, such as has usually been
accorded by nations to officers at the head of the service for great
distinction in time of war. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Apamsoxn] finally introduced a bill—he may have introduced
one before, but he introduced a bill in the Sixty-second Con-
gress—providing that the thanks of Congress be extended to Col.
Goethals, Dr. Gorgas, Col. Hodges, Col. Seibert, and Commander
Rousseau, all of whom were on the Isthmian Canal Commission

I merely state that

They would lose their status for
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amd at the head of various divisions of work on the Panama
Canal, except Col. Goethals,-who was at the head of the whole
service, That bill provided for the promotion by the President
'of Gen. Goethals and Gen. Gorgas, and provided further that
upon retirement the officers named should be advanced one
‘grade in rank. That is the way the bill passed the House. It
‘went to the Senate, and, without any consideration having been
igiven it by the House, some hogs in the Army said that they
would oppose, and did oppose, the passage of that bill in the

nate unless they were given preference and an increase in

de and the right to immediate retirement. The Senate put

this seetion in the bill:

That such officers of the Ariny and Navy as were detailed for duty with
the Isthmian Canal Commission on the Isthmus of Panama for more
| three years, and who shall not have been advanced in rank by any
jother provision of this bill, shall be advanced one grade in rank upon
retirement.

. And then a provision for the advancement of any officer then
on the retired list with similar service; and they added this
section:

That at any time after the passage of thizs act officer of the
Army or Nﬁ'\:?? to be benefited h{hthe provisions of th?ﬂct may, on his
own application, be retired by the President at 70 per centum of the
pay ulp the rank upon which he is retired.

That bill eame back to the House with this amendment in it.
There was no one in the House who believed that these were
proper provisions. There was no one in the House who liked to
ge held up, but the Army is a great institution, and it has a
\great many direct and indirect methods of influencing legisiation.
In discussing the matter among various Members of Congress
who were interested in it, among others, I decided to yield to
the held-up in order to give the recognition which Col. Goethals
had earned in behalf of the whole Army and Navy; to yield
and give some of the little fellows what they were holding us up
for. The House agreed to the Senate amendment. These men
immediately made application for retirement, including a chap-
lain, who probably did not find it any harder to pray on the
Isthmus of Panama than he would have to pray in the United
States.

Mr, MILLER of Delaware. Will the gentleman state what is
the date of the approval of the act he has mentioned?

Mr. MANN. March 4, 1915. It was enacted, I think, or the
House agreed to the Senate amendments on the last night of
the session. There was no chance for anything except to yield to
the holdup, or else refuse the earned recognition in behalf of
the whole Army and the whole United States by Gen. Goethals
and his eolleagues on the Canal Commission.

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. McCEENZIE. Does the gentleman assert it as a fact that
all the men eovered by this bill were retired at their own re-
quest under the provisions of the law he has just read?

Mr. MANN. I do not; but I am very sure of one thing—that
they either were retired at their own request, or else they were
retired because of physical or mental incapacity. If they were
retired for physical or mental incapacity I take it that there is
no disposition to reinstate them; if they were not, they were
retired at their own request under the provisions of the law
which were put in as a holdup.

Mr. McKENZIE, I simply wanted to bring out the point that
if they were retired at their own request the bill ought to be
defeated.

Mr. MANN. Now, Col. Dickson went into the employ of some-
body connected with the manufacture of arms, ammunition, or
powder, and he is a very capable officer. It was a loss to the
Government when he retired. He was, I believe, a lieutenant
colonel and retired on the three-quarters pay of a colonel, which
-he is now receiving and is entitled to receive as long as he lives.
‘He has been recently engaged by the Government, under Gen.
Crozier, who needs his services. It would be well if the Gov-
ernment had his services, and yet I do net think the Govern-
ment is dependent upon any one man in the world for its con-
tinuation or for its necessary use. Col. Dickson is an able man.

Mr, MILLER of Delaware. I do not know whether the gen-
tleman was on the floor a few minutes ago when I made the
statement:

Mr. MANN. I was on the floor when the gentleman was

speaking.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. When I made the statement that
the health of Col. Dickson’s wife was largely instrumental in
his Ieaving Panama.

Mr, MANN. I have heard so many stories and always take
them with many grains of allowance. A man comes to Wash-
ington, like the gentleman from Delaware or myself, and once
in a while he says, “ I never have good health in Washington "—
elarges his ill health to the climate. Bless our souls, we all die

.count of the inherent mischief which the amendment

after a while; we all have ailments as we go along, and people
who charge a particular locality with their ailments usually
commence with a nervous complaint, and they eharge it to the
climate.

Mr, MILLER of Delaware. The gentleman will admit that
the greatest mortality in Washington is among the political
deaths rather than physical deaths. [Laughter.]

Mr. MANN. Yes; I will say, though, that the mortality on
the Isthmus of Panama among the people who are sent there is
smaller than if is in any large community in the United States,
I do not think, however, that that is a fair eriterion. I am not
trying to tell the House whether they ought to pass or defeat
this bill. I wanted to make a statement of the history of the’

‘matter. The question is whether we shall, after we let a man
| get a provision in a bill for his own benefit, of which he has

taken advantage, take him back just because he wants to come
back or because we can make a profitable use of his services.
Mr. ADAMSON. I hope it will not divert the gentleman from
his line of argument. He is probably entirely familiar with what
I am going to call to his attention, and that is that the Com-

| miftee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has reported and
| has on the calendar a bill to repeal all of the mischief done by

that Senate amendment to which the gentleman so fittingly
alluded a few minutes ago, and if recognition is ever obtained,
the committee desires to try and pass that bill not only on ac-
itself;
does but on account of the resulting mischief. The civil em—{
ployees upon the Isthmus have put up the plea that because this
special benefit was conferred on a few of these medical and
Army officers therefore all of the thousands of employees who
have been on the Isthmus ought also to have a large bonus,
and their only argument is this ungodly amendment which was
put on here in the hour of our extremity when Congress was
about to adjourn without a quorum.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to discuss the
bill that the gentleman refers to. I think I understand the
measure, but I do not understand how these people would be
affected if we should repeal the provision of law under which
they retired. An act Is an act when it is passed, and you may
repeal all of the laws of the world, but you ean not change
what was done yesterday.

Mr. ADAMSON. Their argument is that becanse Congress
made one mistake it ought to make another one.

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman's provision repeals the pro-
vision under which these people were retired. There will be
no authority of law for their retirement, but they are retired.
I do. not know whether that would reinstate them, but I appre-
hend it would not. It is up to the House.

Mr. ADAMSON. If they have already been retired, of course
it could not affect them in their rights already vested.

Mr. MANN. We could affect them, certainly. This bill is
for that very purpose. Here is the proposition, after all:
Whenever an Army or a Navy runs along for any time it De-
comes inclined fo be top-heavy. Because there are fewer deaths,
fewer resignations, men at the top remain there, and men
below get no chance for promotion. We do not pay high sal-
aries to lientenants or captains in the Army. We do endeavor
to provide so that when they reach the age of retirement,
they will have enough to live on economieally and comfortably
during the balance of their lives, and the incentive, the great
incentive, to men to remain in the Army is the possibility of
reaching a higher grade upon which they may eventually be
retired. Of course, every officer in the Army hopes that he is
going to be retired as a brigadier general. They all know that
if they remain in the Army, and there are enough vacancies
above them, they will be retired as colonels, but there must be
enough vacancies above them. They would like to get rid of
some of the officers in the higher grades from time to time, and
for that reason it is always a little dangerous to put back in
the Army men who are already upon the retired list and put
them in the higher rank which will prevent some man who has
remained in the service from reaching that rank at all.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. CALDWELL. The gentleman realizes that the national-
defense act passed at the last session provided that any officer
who retired for dizability on having the disability removed can
get back into the service?

Mr. MANN. I do.

Mr, CALDWELL. These men retired not for disability, but
as a favor. Why should not they come back into the service
if the other men should come back? :

Mr. MANN. For years we had refused to pass any such legis-
lation ; for years we had refused to permit men who were retived
for any purpose to come back into the Army. When the national-
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defense act was before the House with a large inerease in the
enlisted force of the Army and the number of regiments, and
“with a very large number of applications for men upon the re-
tired list to get back by personal favoritism, private bills, I
said to the gentleman from Virginia in charge of the national-
defense act, publicly, privately, and other gentlemen did the
same thing, that if he would give to the Army the general au-
thority to reinstate these men we would not be opposed, because
at that time there was such an increase in the number of regi-
ments  that they might absorb these men without doing great
injustice to the other men who had remained in the service.
But these people were retired involuntarily. It is barely pos-
sible, it is quite possible, they might absorb these men in view
of the increase in the service; but this is distinctly entering
upon a policy of reinstating a man who has voluntarily retired
at his own solicitation, through his own work in obtaining the
law under which he could be retired, and putting him back into
the service where he may and probably will prevent some man
from being promoted who has remained in the service all of
the time. 1 say this is distinctly entering upon that poliey,
and you can not say to-day that you will do one thing for one
man and to-morrow, under the same circumstances, say that you
will not do it for another.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Does the gentleman know that the
amendment permitting these retired officers to be returned at
the approval of the Secretary of War was very much widened
by the amendment in the conference committee? As it passed
the House, it fixed an age limit of 50 years, with considerable
restrictions around it. As the bill is now a law, it has opened
the door to the restoration of retired officers of any age.

Mr. MANN. Of what bill is the gentleman talking?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The particular amendment to
which the gentleman just referred.

Mr. MANN. Oh, the national-defense act.

Mr., SHALLENBERGER. Yes. The conference committee
removed the restriction of the limit of 50 years, and some have
been put on the active list who were beyond the age of retire-
ment.

Mr. MANN. Waell, it is unescapable. You always have to
pay some attention to the chance of promotion of men who go
into Government service. You have got to do that. The mere
amount of money that is paid to one man on the retired list is
not very much compared with the advisability of giving men to
understand they have a chance of promotion,

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. I will. -

Mr. LONGWORTH. This bill now provides that he shall be
returned to the same rank, and also that he shall be promoted
on the same date as the officer next above him. Is not that an
unusual practice?

Mr. MANN. No; that is usual.

Mr. CALDWELL. There is an amendment pending to change
that.

Mr. MANN. That is the usual provision.

Mr. CALDWELL. We propose to amend this bill by provid-
ing that if they go back they go into the same grade as when
they went out.

Mr. MANN. This bill does more than that. Having given a
man one bite of a cherry, and having bitten the cherry and
swallowed it, the proposition now is to give him a new cherry,
give him another cherry, and let him retire at a rank in ad-
vance of the one he then holds. .

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. I do not want to take all the time.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN, I will

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I am quite in accord with the
principle of equity to be followed which the gentleman has stated
as to other officers; but does not the gentleman think the mistake
was made in drawing this act in its general terms when it is
really meant only to apply to Col. Dickson? The five other names
mentioned were suggested in the report as names of men who
could take advantage of it.

Mr. MANN. I will not say it is a mistake in view of the
uniform praectice of “the gentleman from Illinois” to object
to these private bills to retire men in the Army and Navy.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Referring to what the gentleman
from Illinois has said, I think it should be said in fairness that
there is a specific provision which says they can not take advan-
tage again of the Panama retirement act. %

Mr. MANN. What does the gentleman mean by that?

Mr, MILLER of Delaware. 1 thought from what the gentle-
man said a moment ago it is more or less understood that these
gentlemen might again, if they were taken back, come in under
the Panama Canal act. .

Mr. MANN. They will be if they live long enough.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. The bill says specifically—

Mr. MANN. I know what the bill says.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware.  May I read it?

Mr. MANN. No.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware, It is in the Senate amendment.

Mr. MANN. It is all very well, but the bill expressly pro-
vides *“any officer transferred to the active list under this aet
shall not again be entitled to the benefits of the Panama Canal
aﬁt described above except—except "—the gentleman did not read
that.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr. MANN. “Except when retired for age or physical dis-
ability incurred in the line of duty,” and when they are retired
again they are retired at the rank above the rank which they.
have. That is what I said.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. If they have a physieal disability,
theg; wout;ld not stay in the Army, but they would be retired aufo-
matically. "

Mr. MANN. Certainly they could not be retired a second
time on their own application. In this law it requires that when
they are retired they will get the benefit of the Panama Canal
:grt,ﬂ giving retirement at a higher grade than they held in the

ce.
-Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. Under this bill, take the case of Col. Dick-
son. He is retired as a colonel; he was a lieutenant colonel
and retired as a colonel. Now, if we pass this bill, we take
him back in the service with the rank of lieutenant colonel.
Suppose he serves five years and has the rank of colonel? Can
he then, after receiving rank of colonel, voluntarily again retire
with the rank of the next above rank?

Mr. MANN. He can not retire upon his own application at ail.

Mr. McKENZIE. A second time?

Mr. MANN. - No.

Mr. McKENZIE, He did the first time.

Mr., MANN. He did the first time.

Mr. McKENZIE. But he can not the second time?

Mr. MANN. And if he is retired for physical disability, he is
retired under existing law, not the Panama Canal act; if he
reache(li the rank of colonel, he would be retired as a brigadier
general.

%Ir. McKENZIE. I asked the question in order to bring that
out.

Mr. PLATT. If he is carried as an additional number in the
grade to which he may be transferred; but that does not inter-
fere with the promotion of other officers, does it?

Mr. MANN, No; and, as far as Col. Dickson is concerned,
I do not think his reinstatement would affect that situation at
all. He is now getting the retired pay of a colonel. He could
not be advanced beyond the rank of colonel if he went back into

-| the service unless he was put at the head, which is not likely

he would be. I yield back to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
the remainder of the fime, so he will not lose the time.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen-
tary inquiry.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Just how are we proceeding?
Does the gentleman——

Mr. CALDWELL. T have used 45 minutes of my time,

?T QMOORE of Pennsylvania. Are we proceeding salter-
nately?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New York has used
50 minutes. y

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
conclude now?

Mr, CALDWELL. No; I want to give the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. SLaAvypeN] five minutes and then reserve five minutes,

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr, Chairman, I shall try not to use all of
the time granted to me. If gratified me as a citizen of the same
State that Col. Dickson comes from to hear this tribute—and
well-deserved tribute—to his capabilities as an officer of distine-
tion formerly, at least, in one of the scientific branches of the
military service. Col. Dickson is an extremely valtable man to
the Government, and I think the wise thing to do would be to
authorize his restoration to the Army without incorporating it,
without hiding it, in this bill, which is a bad bill in some re-
spects.

Does the gentleman want to

Now, the chaplain is barred, I take it, by age. He can not
be restored; but other gentlemen ean be. I do not know them.
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They may be men of unusual ability ; but, so far as I have been
able to gather from this debate, there are no special requests
from the Ordnance Bureau or any other branch of the Govern-
ment that they shall be restored to the active list.

There are two or three things in the bill that I do not like.
In fact, the only part I do like is the possibility of getting Col.
Dickson’s services for the Government again, not because he is
a Texan, permit me to say, but because I think he is an un-
usually capable man for the military service. But some of this
langnage has not been explained satisfactorily; we have no
definite information as to what rank these gentlemen would
have if they went back. It proposes to transfer them to the
rank and place on the active list which they would have had
had they not been retired. Now, it is possible that since their
retirement there may have been such rapid promotion in the

" military service that these gentlemen would occupy a very
much higher rank. The Army has been increased. Promotions
have been provided for, and many vacancies created by law.

_ And it is entirely possible that they might go back into a rank
even as high as the rank of colonel. That ought not to be so.

There ought to be a specific, definite statement about that, and
I do not see why so small a matter can not be ascertained by
a five-minute telephonic conversation with The Adjutant Gen-
eral. This information that office has accessible at all times,
and, of course, each one of these gentlemen himself knows.

He has a memorandum in his hand, his head, or his pocket by

which he can tell you precisely the rank which he would receive
if restored to the Army under the terms of this act.

And then it also provides in the last lines, the ones in italics,
in the bill H. R. 17424, that he shall not again be entitled to the
benefits of the Panama Canal act described above—that is, shall
not again have the privilege of retiring at an advanced rank
except when retired for age or for physical disability incurred
in the line of duty. Now, if they live to be 64 years of age, it is
certain they will all retire, and it is possible they will be re-
tired for physical disabilities before that. I think the bill ought
to be amended in two or three particulars, and I think it should
be radically amended and provide for the reinstatement of Col.
Dickson and stop there.

Mr. PLATT. What is the significance of the words in line
2 on page 2? Does that mean that he would go back to the same
line and number——

Mr. SLAYDEN. That he would have had if he had continued
in the service.

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me it is wrong to put in the same
number of the service. That ought to be stricken out. It is all
right as to the same rank.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
York want to go on?

Mr. CALDWELL. You take your time now.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, when this bill
came up on the unanimous-consent call I objected to it. It
seemed to me it was a bill that ought to have more careful con-
sideration than it could receive in a call of that kind. It was
not such a bill as ought to have been passed without considera-
tion. My judgment then has been confirmed by what has taken
place this afternoon. The members of the committee them-
selves are not very well informed on this bill. Apparently they
have not dug into the facts at all.

The gentleman from Delaware [Mr, Mrirer], who has con-
siderable information about one or two of the persons to be
benefited by this act, has given some details with respect to
those persons, but not one of them has appeared before the
Committee on Military Affairs, which reported this bill, and
fthe Committee on Military Affairs apparently has little or no
information except as it has had a suggestion from Gen.
Crozier, the efficient Chief of Ordnance,

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Yes.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. On December 4, 1916, the Secre-
tary of War wrote a long letter to the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs advocating the passage of the bill,
and I inserted it in my remarks on the bill in the Recorp of
January 15, 1917.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The Secretary of War wrote
a letter to the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs of
the Senate, which is incorporated in the report on H. R. 17424,
which is not a very long letter——

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. This is a subsequent letter, I
will say to the gentleman.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania (continuing). And which goes
into no details whatever with respect to these men.

Does the gentleman from New

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will be very glad to show the
letter to the gentleman.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am going to give the gentle-
man a chance to answer some questions,

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. All right.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And if he can throw any light
on this subject, I would be very glad to have him do it. In the
first place, it is questionable whether Congress should so legis-
late that after caring for the education and the military train-
ing of certain of its young men, affording them excellent posi-
tions and relieving them from service on three-fourths pay, we
should take them back into the service again without respect to
the prior claims of men similarly educated who have been faith-
ful to the tasks assigned to them and who have been looking for-
ward to a promotion which might be denied them if this bill
giving preference to those who have gone outside is passed.

There is one thing that a young officer of the Navy looks for-
ward to, and that is the day when he may be called a rear
admiral; and as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Maxx] has
indicated, there is one thing that the young officer of the Army
looks forward to, and that is that he may some day be retired
as a brigadier general. This bill prevents, or would tend to
prevent, the very laudable ambition of many meritorious and
efficient officers of the Army from ever having the distinction
:g which their faithful service to the Government would entitle

em.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, is it not a fact that the
retirement of these men antomatically accelerated the promotion
of the men beneath them to the amount of the number of men,
and that these men being allowed to go back into the service
would not change the original position of the men whose promo-
tions were accelerated one whit by their retirement?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Those men who have gone out
of the service, if this bill be passed, are to come back to the
rank and place on the active list which they would have had
if they had not been retired.

Mr, CALLAWAY. Not “would have had.”

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That they “ would have had”
if they had not been retired.

Mr. CALDWELL. If the gentleman will permit, I stated
twice to the gentleman that the committee has intended to offer
an amendment which would change that.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But I am stating what the
committee has actually done, coming before this House with
this bill, which as it stands will give these officers a place of
advantage over those who remained in the service.

ihfcf? GREENE of Vermonf. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yie

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Certainly.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I call the gentleman’s attention
to the fact that this is a Senate bill that we are discussing,
not a bill prepared by the House committee or a member of it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman if the
Committee on Military Affairs, which reported this Senate bill
and which calls it up to-day, has taken the trouble to bring
before it any of the particular individuals that are to be af-
fected by this bill?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I do not understand that any
private individuals except Col. Dickson are affected by it at
their own request. The report shows the men to whom it
might automatically apply. ;

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Here is a report of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, brought in by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. CarpwerL], dated August 18, 1916, which states
that *this bill will apply to the following officers,” and five
officers are named.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania,
before the committee?

Mr, GREENE of Vermont. They were not.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is a fair answer to my
question, and it shows that the committee has not called these
men before the committee,

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Let me suggest to the gentleman
the fact that if they had been called before the committee, cer-
tain gentleman here might be saying that they were pushing
their own selfish ends. But the fact that they did not come
before the committee shows that it is the department which is
pressing a well-merited bill, .

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It may be that it would have
been selfish if they had come forward and asked to be restored
to the rank from which they voluntarily retired on three-fourths
pay, but I would ask the gentleman this question: If the ex-
pressed preference on this floor now in behalf of Col. Dickson's
request for restoration would not suggest that Col. Dickson, or

Were these five officers called
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these four men who would be equally affected with Col. Dick-
son, ought not to have suggested the propriety of their being
called before the committee so that the facts of the matter could
have been ascertalned? It has been stated that this bill ought
to pass in the interest of Col. Dickson, but not in the interest
of the four other men, If that is the fact, where does the com-
mittee stand if it was not duly informed as to the merits of the
four other men?

Mr. CALDWELL. I will answer the gentleman's question.
This bill was reported out because the War Department wanted
it reported out. Gen. Crozier was asked abouf this at the hear-
ings had before the committee, and he specifically took the posi-
tion that he was backing this, not at the request of Col. Dick-
son, but for the benefit of the War Department, which was in
need of the services of these men. He said he had seen Col.
Dickson and he was sure Col. Dickson would take advantage of
this legislation if it were enacted, and he not only needs Col
Dickson but needs these other officers who have had this kind of
experience.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Well, I will ask the gentleman
a few questions that I expected to ask the gentleman from Dela-
ware [Mr. Mirier]. If Gen. Crozier has laid all necessary in-
formation before the committee, why does it not appear in the
report of the commiitee? The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Manxx] stated that this provision for the retirement of these
officers who happened to have a sort of preferred service on the
Panama Canal—but a service which was highly honorable and
for which I commend them—this act giving them this special
privilege of retirement was rushed through at the instance of
another body In a crisis just ahead of the adjournment of
Congress, and that perhaps it would not have passed if there had
been a fair discussion of the subject on the floor, because the
House is not inclined to rush men into retirement when they
are in rattling good health and in splendid condition to render
service to the Government. It has been questioned whether the
House would put these men on the retired list in order to enable
them to take other jobs and make good money while still paid
by the Government for doing nothing.

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. It has been intimated in this discussion that
Col. Dickson has been in the employ of certain munition manu-
facturers of this country. Can the genileman tell us by whom
he was employed ?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is what I am going to try
to find out. I will ask the gentleman from Delaware or the
gentleman from New York that question.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. If the gentleman will permjt, I will
say he has been employed by the Remington Arms Co

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman from Dela-
ware confirm that statement?

Mr. of Delaware. I do; and if the gentleman will
give me a moment, I want to say——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Delaware,
substantiating the statement of the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. SHALLENBERGER], has stated that the officer here concerned,
Col. Diekson, who was retired on three-fourths pay after serving
on the Panama Canal, accepted employment with the Remington
Arms Co., which is manufacturing munitions of war.

Will the gentleman state what salary Col. Dickson received
while he was in this special employment?

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Will the gentleman let me answer
that?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Surely. .

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I want to say that in my re-
marks on the bill a little while ago I made it plain that Col
Dickson took advantage of this retirement act at the time his
wife’s health was in such a state that he had to choose between
his duty to his wife and his service 4o the Government.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I heard the gentleman say
that about Col. Dickson’s wife, and I sympathize with him, and,
of course, raise no question as to Col. Dickson's personal be-
reavement; but the gentleman dees not say whether Col. Dick-
son recelved $1,000 per annum or $15,000 per annum for the
jservice he rendered to the Remingion Arms Co. while he was on
‘the retired list of the Government.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. He took advantage of this retire-
ment act before a job was offered him by the Remington Arms
Co., and he did it on account of his wife.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will not press the gentle-
man as to that, because I do not want to pry into Col. Dickson’s
personal affairs.

Mr._CALDWELL. As an evidence of what Col. Dickson's
gervices were worth in private life, I will say that he was of-
fered a contract to go to Russia to establish a munitions plant

such as we are about to establish, and they offered him $25,000
a year, and he declined it, on the theory that he wanted to go
back into the United States Army; and as far as his contract
with the Remington Arms Co. is concerned, as I understand it,
he has done practically no work there. The contract fell down,
g.neg itﬁt;fiy offered to give him other private employment, and he

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Was Col. Dieckson graduated
at West Point?

Mr. CALDWELL. He was.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
ment educated him?

Mr. CALDWELL. It did.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And trained him to be the
specialist that he is in this particular line of manunfacture?

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. So that the Government had
gome claim on Col. Dickson?

Mr. CALDWELL. And he desires to recognize that claim.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Col. Dickson, I assume, is a
patriot, and would stand by his country. :

Mr. CALDWELL. And he wants now to go back and do serv-
ice for his country at a smaller salary than he could obtain in
private employement.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well. I have indicated
that I have ne objection to the return of Col. Dickson, but I
am calling attention to a system which the ease of Col. Dickson
illustrates, and I think this is the time to call attention to it.
Qur country is in a erisis. Our country has been agitated upon
the question of war for the past two and a half years, and dur-
ing that agitation certain officers of the Government of the
United States have left the service for which they were edu-
cated by the United States to take positions with the manu-
facturers of munitions who are making munitions of war to be
shipped to some countries that may be our enemies. These
munitions of war have been going to countries with which we
may have a conflict. At one time they went to a country with
which we were supposed to have a conflict. They were shipped
into Mexico, and yet they were being manufactured under the
direction of men trained by the United States Governmeut.

Mr. CALDWELIL. As I understand, this bill does not cover
any such men.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well. This bill provides,
and that is my objection to it, * that the President be, and he is
hereby, authorized to transfer to the active list of the Army
any officer under 50 years of age who may have been trans-
ferred,” and so forth; so that you are giving to the President
of the the United States authority to restore to the active list
any officer who has seen fit to leave it

Mr. CALDWELIL. No; who has seen fit to leave it under the
Panama Canal act.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Who has seen fit to leave it
under the Panama Canal act. I grant you that.

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from
INinois.

Mr. McKENZIE. It has been stated by the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. SmArrENsErRGER] that Col. Dickson was in the
employ of the Remington Arms Co.

Mr. CALDWELL. He was.

Mr. McKENZIE. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania tell
me the name of the man who is at the head of the Remington
Arms Co.?

Mr. MOORHE of Pennsylvania. I ean not tell the gentleman
the name of the man who is at the head of the Remington
Arms Co.

1[_;-. McKENZIE. Perhaps the gentleman from Delaware
can

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I have no means of Knowing.
Possibly the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Trson] might
be able to answer it.

Mr. TILSON. It is not iu my district.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I desire the House, and pnr
ticularly the Military Affairs Committee, to be advised that
there are ecertain munitions plants—I will not name any—that
are doing a thriving business just now, that are being operated
under foreign contracts on a profit-percentage basis, and that
the munitions thus being manufactured are not being used for
the purposes of the United States, and that the officers of the
United States who have left the service of the United States,
to which we would expect them to be loyal, have gone in with
gentlemen whose interests are foreign to the United States to
manufacture munitions of war that might be used against the
United States, as in the ease of Mexico, or that might be wused
against the United States in other foreign lands. It is a grave

The United States Govern-
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question in my mind whether we ought to encourage the boys
who have not wanted to play with the other boys in the Army
of the United States, but who have desired to go out and play
with some other institutions, to come back and expect to be
received as with the fatted calf. I am not speaking of Col.
Dickson, who is so highly commended here; I am speaking
generally. s

Mr. PLATT. It is precisely because Col. Dickson was
employed by the Remington Arms Co. that his services are more
valuable to Gen. Crozier now, is it not? !

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has his theory
about it.

Mr, PLATT. That is the truth.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I question whether ethically
it is wise for a trained officer of the United States to leave the
service and go into the employ of a concern that is manufac-
turing munitions for foreign purposes, which may be used
against the United States. He may not be just as safe in his
old job as if he had gone right along with the United States.

Mr, GORDON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. GORDON. Why does not the gentleman offer an amend-
ment to the general retirement law? That has been the law for
years, and the gentleman has been in the House for years. It is
under that law that they are retired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvnia. I would rather 1eave that ques-
tion to a constitutional lawyer, a man who follows the decisions
of the Supreme Court and embellishes the Recorp with them
so often, as does the gentleman from Ohio. [Laughter.]

Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. PLATT. Is it not true that the building up of munition
plants, to which the gentleman refers, has done more for the
preparedness of this country than all acts that we have passed?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That may be; it has put a
great deal of money into the United States, this building of
munition plants with foreign capital, but I have a theory that
we have been buying a great many foreign bonds and are work-
ing over and over again the capital of the people of the United
States, and when this war is over the prosperity that these
munition plants are bringing to us now will put the workingman
of the United States in the ditch. If the gentleman thinks the
prosperity of the munition factories, temporarily erected for
the purpose of perpetuating the foreign war, is good or lasting,
that is his affair; but I do not believe in that kind of prosperity
for general welfare, It costs too much,

The question is this, Should we permit a bill like this to pass
without comment or should we say to our friends in the Army
and in the Navy that this matter of slipping little riders into a
bill on the other side of the Capitol shall be duly and properly
observed when it reaches this side of the House?
~ The Panama Canal act provided for the retirement of certain
officers who were assigned to work on the Panama Canal, and,
as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Man~] has very clearly
elucidated, it was intended as a reward to officers doing a great
civie service, just as we had been generous to officers in the
military service. Advantage was taken of the generosity on this
side of the House when this Senate provision slipped in; but to
further illustrate, let us take the committee report:

Tracy C. Dickson, Ordnance Department, lieutenant colonel, retired
after service on the Panama Canal with the rank of colonel.

That gives him the pay that the gentleman from Delaware re-
ferred to a little while ago, $3,750. That is as good as gold
in the pocket of Col. Dickson, so long as the Government lasts
and Col. Dickson lives. At what age was Col. Dickson retired?
He was not an invalid, he was not enfeebled; we have heard
that his wife was not well, with which we sympathize, but at
what age was Col. Dickson retired in good health under the
Panama Canal act? Forty-seven years. Retired after living
out 47 years, after an education at West Point, after a fairly
profitable service under the Government, and after honors had
come to him by virtue of his service in constructing the canal.
Was he incapacitated at 47? No; the statement of gentlemen
on the floor is that after his Panama service closed he was able
to give up his services, plus $3,750 which the Government paid
him per annum, to the Remington Arms Co., by which he was
employed at a salary not stated, although it is admitted on the
floor that he was offered $25,000 per annum to engage his val-
uable services to the Russian Government,

Mr, DENISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes,

Mr, DENISON. Has the gentleman been able to learn what
salary he received from the Remington Arms Co.?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No; no one has stated. I
assume that his services were valuable. The Remington Arms

Co. was grabbing up men right and left and making such in-
ducements to the officers of the Army as would almost make
their eyes bulge, but they were temporary inducements. Such
inducements were offered to neighboring manufacturing estab-
lishments; every man worth anything was induced to leave his
old employer and go into the manufacture of arms or ammuni-
tion. Why? Because they had the money. I do not know
whether it was forelgn money or American money, but I know
that all over New England and all over the East many manu-
facturing establishments, particularly independent iron and
steel plants, were almost disabled at times because of their
inability to hold expert workmen and foremen, and under those
conditions, of course, the Government of the United States with
the best-trained Army officers, I hope, on earth, with the best-
trained Navy officers, I hope, on earth, was a fruitful field for
the munition makers. They needed these well-trained men and
were obliged to pay high to get them.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. The gentleman has no objection
to a man already on the retired list accepting civil employment?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In certain instances, yes. I
will illustrate in the case of Robert E. Wood, whom I do not
know and against whom I have no particular eriticism. He is
one of the men named in this list to be given advantages of
this act. Robert H. Wood, cavalry captain, retired with the
rank of major, present age—not his age of retirement in 1915
but his present age at the time this bill was reported—37 years.

Will somebody kindly tell me what the compensation of this
major of Cavalry was when he was retired at the age of 37
years? He had done service on the Panama Canal. It has
been indicated that one of these captains had no desire to
take advantage of this particular act to come back into the
Government service; that he was satisfied to go along with the
three-quarters pay vouchsafed to him. We educate these men
at Annapolis and West Point, and we go to considerable trouble
to get them there, and we are at great expense to maintain
them there. Certainly the country is entitled to some return
for the splendid service and ability they are ecapable of per-
forming.

Mr. CALDWELL. And yet the gentleman does not want
them to come back into the service now when they want to
come back.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to do something in
line with the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Maxx] to prevent this sneaking in of riders to various bills in
this House that give special privileges to some.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Permit me to suggest to the gen-
tleman that that water has already run under the mill and the
mill is torn down. That was in the last Congress.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am using my time in this
way so that it will be known that somebody is watching this
situation. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apamsox] has
already indicated that the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce has a bill which proposes to do away with some
of this iniquity, I think he called it, that was slipped into it
when the Panama act was passed. It may be that these five
gentlemen will go through; it may be that they will get the
benefits of this act. I do not object to them personally. We
have given them the retirement privilege, and they are within
their rights, but it may be that the system will become under-
stood, and that eventually there may be something in the
nature of an abridgment of existing conditions.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Then, the gentleman is talking
for posterity.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman wants me
to go into details, I will say that T was advised yesterday of a
gentleman who was retired, not in this particular bill, but who
gets, I think, three-quarttrs pay from the Government of the
United States, which is in the nature of a pension far grenter
than that paid to any soldier who fought in the ranks, as the
gentleman from Vermont well knows, and this particular gen-
tleman occupies another position in the Government service
of a political character, from which he draws about $2.500 or
$3,000 a year. He is a liberal spender and enjoys life. Tt
may be all right, but I think we might say to the young men
who enlist in the service of the United States at West Point
or Annapolis that since Congress gives them assured compensn-
tion for life and guarantees them retirement compensation,
they should be steadfast in the positions they are appointed to
serve, This is fair to those who are looking for promotion.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired. s

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr, H.mnt;[.
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Mr. HARDY. Mpr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Moore] seemed to be very much wrought up over
the guestion which he could not get answered, as to how much
Col. Dickson received as a salary from the Remington Arms peo-
ple. Perhaps Col. Dickson’s own letter, written to Mr, MiLLER
of Delaware, will best answer the question. This letter is
dated December 20, and in it he says:

As 1 told you, I spent my savings and got badly into debt in the
effort to restore my wife's health—

By the way, it might be well to add that his wife, shortly
after he was retired, died—

I refused two offers from munition companies, but later on, when
desperate, I.accepted an offer to design and ereet a plant for the
Remington Co. he plant was to have been erected for Great Britain,
While negotiations were under way, I helped design and erect and start
a plant at Bridgeport. About the date tﬂ)e Bridgeport plant was com-
leted, Great Britaln deeided it would not erect the plant and refused
o slgn the contract. The Remington Co. was willing to assign me to
other work, but I did not care for it, and decided to return to active
duty if I could. I felt the comgnny had acted in good faith, but had
failed to get the contract on which It employed me to work, through
no fault on its part. 1 most heartily desired to return to the work I
l¥ love, 8o the company and I mutually agreed to annul my contract,
and last Beptember it was annulled. 1 therefore have had no contract
or other connection with the Remington since last September. So far
a8 1 know, the Remington does not know that I am trying to return.

Apparently it seems his employment with the Remington Co.
did not amount to anything at all. Respecting all of this
muddle about bills that have been passed heretofore, and about
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] now
seems to be very much exercised, I suggest that if the bill he
now talks so much about was bad he ought to have fought
it when it passed. He has not been addressing himself to this
bill. This is a plain proposition. We may have been culpable
or foolish or criminal in passing the law under which Col.
Dickson and some others resigned.

The proposition up to us now is this: Here is an able, valuable
officer, capable of serving the United States in the present emer-
gency—if it is an emergency—and the officers in charge of the
military affairs and our preparations for defense want him for
service and have asked for the passage of this bill. He is a
man in splendid physical and mental health and splendidly
equipped for serving our country now. His service is needed
by the Government, and every man who wants this Government
prepared to meet possible emergencies would be glad to have
him back. He says: “ Gentlemen tell you that I have all sorts
of private contracts I could get at immense salaries—it was
even intimated as high as $25,000 a year from Russia, to be
supplemented with the retired pay—but I want to renounce
anything of that kind, and I want to come back into actual
service and help my country now, and its official people are
asking me to come back. I do not ask anything more. My wife
no longer lives, and I am able to serve my country and anxious
to serve it.” He wants to come back, and we want men who
can serve; and for an hour and a half we have been fooling
away here with arguments about other men and other things
when the only question is, Is the House willing to take back a
valuable servant who tenders his service to us at less pay than
he could get elsewhere? If he comes back, he has got to go
back somewhere where he can serve; and where will you put
him? The proposition of the committee is to put him in where
he went out. Well, it is intimated that a whole lot of officers
under him might jealously object to his coming back into the
service because it might lessen their chance of promotion.
There is but one of him, and it might interfere in an infinitesi-
mal degree with promotions. I apprehend the officers of the
United States Army will not be found backing that objection.
Not only that, but, as stated by Mr. Carraway, the truth is
when he went out he increased their opportunity to rise and fill
his place. When he comes back they are relatively in the same
position they would have been in had he stayed in. It is too
much of a little thing to raise that objection if we need the man,
Gen. Crozier says we need him, and I believe we do. [Ap-
plause.] ;

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my
time to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps].

Mr., FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I send an amendment to the
Clerk’s desk and ask unanimous consent that it may be read
and considered as pending. :

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read for information.

Mr, MANN. It can not be; there is no time left; the time
is all exhausted.

The CHAIRMAN.

Mr. CALDWELL.
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No; there are five minutes.
I have three minutes remaining.

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon; I thought he
used all his time.

Mr. CALDWELL. No; I have three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of
the gentleman from Kentucky in the gentleman's time.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. FIELDS : Page 2, line 2, after the word *list,””
strike out “ which he would have had if he had not been retired” and
insert * mext below the rank at which he was retired.”

Mr. CALDWELL. I have two minutes remaining, and I yield
those to the gentleman from California [Mr. Kaux]. >

Mr. KAHN., Mr. Chairman, so far as I know, the only case
presented to the Committee on Military Affairs was the case
of Col. Dickson, and I desire the Clerk to read, in my time,
what Gen. Crozier said about the case of Col. Dickson.

The Clerk read as follows:

With further reference to the case of Col. Dickson, which is before
the committee, and concerning which there is a bill pending before
Congress now, my understanding of that case is as follows, and I
think it is correct; Col. Dickson, together with several other officers -
of the Army, served for a number of years in connection with the
construction of the Panama Canal in the Panama Canal Zone. In
recognition of their services Congress passed the act commonly
known as the Panama Canal beneficlary act, which authorized the
officers affected to retire from active service whenever they should
wish to do so at an advance of one grade over that held by them in
the Armﬁ at the date of their retirement. Col. Dickson took advan-
uﬁ of the special prlvilege accorded bfv the act. -

y understanding of his reasons for dolng so is that they we
largely because of the health of his wife, which was not good and
which was such that she needed more and better attention than he
could give her while on the active list of the Army, either because of
the limitations as to hiz pay or because of the limitations as to his
time, or both. I understand that after his retirement he entered the
employ of one of the makers of war material which had received large
orders from Europe, and in connection with that I understand that
he made a very advantageous contract for services, which still holds
or which held until a short time ngo-—fperhaps it may still hold. It
wias intended, I understand, to erect a factory, which he should be.in
charge of, but, either because of the nonreceipt of expected orders
or for other reasons—I do not know what—the factory was not
erected. In the meantime Col. Dickson's wife died. Col. Dickson
then became anxious to return to active duty in the Ordnance De-
partment. In deoing so I understand that he would make a con-
siderable pecuniary sacrifice, but, having fewer demands upon his
resources, he is willing to make the sacrifice because of his likin
for active service in the Ordnance Degrtment. Under the provi-
sion of the bill, if it should become a , he would be allowed to
return to the rank and position in his grade that he would have at-
tained if he had not retired. As the matter stands, that would bring
him back at the grade of llentenant colonel, which was the grade
at which he retired, and would require him to give up the advance
grade of colonel, which was granted upon his retirement.

There is something of a precedent for this legislation In an exist-
ilg statute which applies to officers retlred for other reasons. An
officer in the sitnation of Col. Dickson, with the exception that he
would have retired for disabllity instead of as a u?ed.al reward, could
come back in the manner now contemplated by this special bill relat-
ing to Col. Dickson without any special legislation, and this pending
legislation simply extends to the officers who have been retired as a
reward the same privilege which they would already have if they
had been retired for disability, provided, of course, that they had
recovered from the disability. I mention that only to invite vour
attention to the fact that my advocacy of this measure has nothin
to do with alding Col. Dickson; I am not thinking of that at all.
As 1 say, pecuniarily he would suffer a disadvantage, but he would
come back to a service that he is enthusiastically fond of, and my
difficulty is a lack of officers, and my reason for wanting him to
come back is a lEgb‘l‘lr: reason, concemininsolely the interests of the
United States. is very badly needed the Ordnance Department,
and he offers one of the extremely limited opportunities and the
only one which is now pendlniﬂbefore Congress or anywhere else
ha: getting into the department what I might call ready-made Ordnance
officers.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill.
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter the President be, and he is hereby,
authorized, wltfnin one vear of the approval of this act, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, to transfer, upon a?pumtjan,
to the active list of the Army any officer under 50 years of age who
may have been transferred heretofore from the active to the retired
list of the Army under the act to provide for recognizing the services
of certain officers of tne Army, Navy, and Public Health Bervice for
their services in connection with the construction of the Panama Canal,
and for other purposes, approved March 4, 1915: Provided, That such
officer shal. be transferred to the rank and place on the active list
which he would have had :f he had not been retired, shall be carried
as an additional number in the grade to which he may be transferred
or at any time thereafter promoted, and shall be promoted on the
same date as the officer next above him in rank, and shall be commis-
sioned in the arm or department of the Army from which he was
retired : Provided further, That such officer shall stand a satisfacrory
medical examination, and when promoted shall stand the medical and
rofessional examinations provided for by law: And provided further,
hat any officer transferred to the actlve list under this act shall
not again be entitled to the benefits of the Panama Canal act de-
sceribed above, except when retired for age or for physical disability
incurred in the line of duty.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment. Page 2, line 3, after the first word * he,” strike out the
words * would have,” and after the word *“had" strike out
the words * if he had not been,” and in place of the last words
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stricken out insert the word * when,”" so that the line will read
“when he had retired.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, Ine 3, after the word “he,” where it occurs the first time,
gtrike out the words * would have,"” and after the word “had” strike
out the words * if he had not been” and insert in lleu thereof the
word “ when,” so that the proviso, as amended, will -

“ Provided, That such officer shall be transferred to the rank and
place on the active Hst whlch he had when retired, shall be carried
as an additional pumber,” ete

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Carowerr].

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know from some
member of the Committee on Military Affairs who is thoroughly
posted as to the rank and grade as to just what this means.
The man when he was retired before as an officer had a certain
rank. He had a certain place in that rank, sometimes referred
to as the number.

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes; they call it a file.

Mr. MANN. A file number?

Mr. CALDWELL. A file number.

Mr. MANN. Sometimes referred to as the lineal rank?

Mr. CALDWELL, Yes.

Mr. MANN. Suppose it was No. 10 or No. 48 that he had.
Now he goes back to that same number.

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes; as an extra number.

Mr. MANN. What becomes of the man who has got the
number now ¥

Mr. CALDWELL. He keeps it; but he has it as an extra
number, according to the place he had at the time he retired.

Mr. MANN. You say he goes back to the same place. Now,
does he go back to the same number? If the two are contra-
dictory, that is another thing. Do not let us have them contra-
dictory. The amendment offered by the gentleman is that he
goes back to the place on the active list that he had when
retired. When I ask what that means, he says that means the
number he had when retired. Does he take that number? The
gentleman says no.

Mr. CALDWELL. T said that he takes the number, an extra
number, at the same place.

Mr. MANN. You can not have the two numbers the same.

Mr. CALDWELL. Two objects can not occupy the same
place, as has been suggested here; but the proposition is this——

Mr, MANN. That it shall be carried as an additional number?

Mr. CALDWELL, In other words, if he has number ten, there
sghall be two number tens, because the rest of the bill goes on to
say so. I am not particularly wedded to the wording of this
bill. If the gentleman has in mind what we want and will sug-
gest something that will do it, I will agree.

Mr. MANN. I understand that perfectly well; but I have
not. But I can see that the gentleman’s amendment, if I under-
stand the purpose of it, apparently would first say that he
goes back to No. 10, say, if that is the number, or maybe No.
1. I do not know what it is. That is not the number he goes
back to?

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes; an extra number of the same grade.

Mr, MANN. When we put them back as additional numbers,
do they take the same number?

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes; as I understand it.

Mr. TILSON. The words “ additional number ” refer to the
number of that grade. Suppose the law allows 20 lieutenant
colonels, and we put in another lieutenant colonel. The law
allows but 20, so we say that he shall be carried as an addi-
tional number.

Mr. MANN. In the grade of lieutenant colonel. During the
time he is lieutenant colonel he has the extra number on the
list of lieutenant colonels, when there are actually 21.

Mr. CALDWELIL. Can the gentleman from Connecticut
suggest words that will accomplish what we want to do?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Will not the gentleman accomplish
the purpose by striking out the word “place” and insert the
word “ grade” ?

Mr. MANN. Where is the word “grade” ? That is the con-
troversy here. That is the important thing. That is what deter-
mines as to promotion. If there are 148 lieutenant colonels,
the man who is 148 has not near as good a chance as the man
who is No. 1.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. As I understand the amendment
of the gentleman from New York, if there were 20 lieutenant
colonels ahead of this man on the list when he retired, if this
amendment is adopted and the bill becomes a law there will
be 20 ahead of him, according to this amendment. In other
words, he will lose his place as the list has pushed forward.
The lieutenant colonels who were right with him on the list
will move forward, and if this amendment is adopted he will

have as many lieutenant colonels ahead of him on the active
list as he had when he retired.

Mr. MANN. Why not take the number of lieutenant colonels
behind him instead of ahead of him? Why does the gentleman
select the number ahead and not the number behind?

Mr., MILLER of Delaware. I take it for granted that there
are the same number of lieutenant colonels.

Mr. MANN. There are a good many more lieutenant eolonels
now than there were, The gentleman, of course, all the time is
talking about Col. Dickson. This bill applies to various other
people besides Col. Dickson.

Mr. FIELDS. Would this language add to my amendment :
“ With the same grade last held by him in such rank”?

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman has his words transposed.

Mr. MANN. The word “ grade ” does not mean “ place.” The
words “grade™ and “rank” come pretty near meaning the

same thing.

Mr. TILSON. No; grade refers to whether-he is colonel or
lieutenant colonel. Rank may determine his position or place
in that grade.

Mr. MANN. Place determines his position.

Mr, TILSON. So does rank. ~

Mr. MANN. Not as used here, it does not. With “rank™
and “ place " here, one means the grade and one place.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move a further amend-
ment, on page 2, line 2, by striking out the words “ and place,”
so that the proviso will read * that such officer shall be transe
ferred to the rank on the active list which he had when retired,
shall be carried as an additional number,” and so forth.

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; there is no “ and shall be.”

Mr. CALDWELL. * Shall be carried as an additional number
in the grade to which he shall be transferred.”

Mr. MANN. That does not indicate where he will be placed.

Mr. CALDWELL. I think it does. If the gentleman will
point out where it does not, or point out some words that will
indicate it, I would be glad.

Mr. MANN. I will undertake to say it will not.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Modified amendment by Mr. CALDWELL: Strike out in I[ne 2, page 2,
the words “ and place,” so that as amended the proviso will read:

“Provided, That such officer shall be tmnuterred to the rank on the
active list which he had when retired.”

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman——

Mr., PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
just a moment, to permit me to make a suggestion?

Mr. MAITN. Yes.

Mr. PADGETT. The usual langunage heretofore has been to
take rank next after some particular officer named, as an extra
number, That defines exactly where he would come, and he
comes as an extra number, to take rank next after John Smith,
Bill Brown, or whoever it is, as shown in the Army Register, as
an extra number.

Mr. MANN. I may be in error, but I assume that this bill
was drafted by the War Department?

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes.

Mr. MANN. While I do not think they always use good
judgment in drafting bills, they evidently made a distinction
here between rank and place, calling rank “ grade,” although
right after that they use the word * grade.” Now, if “rank"
means grade, then the gentleman probably accomplishes what
he wanted to.

Mr. CALDWELL. Does it?

Mr. MANN. I am not sure, but the War Department evi-
dently thought it did.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yleld?

Mr. MANN.
military affairs.

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I do not want to get the floor
under those conditions, but I would like to suggest, if the word
“lineal ” is inserted before the word “rank” in line 2, would
not that obviate the objection?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield

I will yield to anybody who is familiar with

to me—

Mr, MANN. I do—

Mr. LONGWORTH. Though without pretense to military
knowledge.

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. It seems to me the gentleman has
pointed out the weak spot in this proposition, as to whether
the men ahead of this particular individual are to be counted
or the men below. If there has been a large increase in the
number of lientenant colonels, it would be of great importance.
I understand that that change has taken place.
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Mr. MANN. T do not think it has taken place in the Ordnance
Department, where Col. Dixon would serve, but it has in other
departments.

Mr. KAHN.
partments. 3

Mr., LONGWORTH. Then the amendment offered by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Carpwerr] would not obviate
that objection. ;

Mr. MANN. Perhaps some gentleman who is a member of
the Committee on Military Affairs can tell us.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I doubt very much whether
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
CarpwerrL] ought to be adopted, or whether it is necessary. I
am inclined to think that this bill is properly drawn. It is
only a question of whether or not we want to give to these

“men the benefits that are proposed under this bill. It simply
means this, that these particular officers, after taking advan-
tage of the act that was passed for the benefit of the officers
who served on the Panama Canal and voluntarily retired, shall
now be reinstated in the active service of the Army of the
United States; and if we feel disposed to authorize it to be
done, then this bill simply provides that they shall be carried
as additional numbers to the number of officers fixed by law,
and that they shall take their place in the lineal rank of
officers just the same as if they had not been out of the service
at all. It will not interfere with the promotion of any other
officers in the service, but when the time comes for the promo-
tion of the officer holding the number that will correspond
with the number, for instance, that Col. Dixon held when he
went out of the service, that officer will be moved up, and Col.
Dixon will move up alongside of him and simply make two pro-
motions for the particular office. It will not interfere with the
other officers of the line,

In my judgment we have killed a good deal of time here
this afternoon and perhaps prevented a number of other bills
from coming up, and I think we have come to the place now
where it is perhaps just as well to forget all these amendments
and vote them down and pass the bill if the members of the
committee believe that this ought to be done. [Applause.]

Mr. CALDWELL. I am willing to withdraw my amendment,

I understand it has taken place in other de-

Mr., SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
Mr. McKENZIE. Yes.
Mr. SLOAN. I should like to ask the gentleman why not

reinstate him where he first began as lieutenant colonel before,
at the bottom of the list? Let him go back to this grade where
he entered before instead of having a special berth provided
for him.

Mr. McKENZIE. I will say to the gentleman that person-
ally I am opposed to legislation of this sort. I think it is a
mistake for this House or the Congress to promote men in the
Army or in the Navy or to reinstate men who go out volun-
tarily to engage in business or speculate, or for any other
purpoge. I think it is a great mistake, and if it is going to be
the policy of this House or Congress to do that thing, then
there is no great harm in this bill.

Mr. SLOAN. Would it not be more definite to put him at
the bottom of the list?

Mr. KAHN, Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard.

Mr. CALDWELL. I have withdrawn my amendment, Mr.
Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Californin— [

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. The
amendment having been withdrawn, I demand the regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York demands
the regular order.

Mr. CALDWELL. I withdraw it if the gentleman from Cali-
fornia wishes to be heard. 2

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Californin——

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, in matters of this kind it is
usual to bring in a bill stating just where the officer shall be
on the lineal list, by saying that his name shall come after
or before a certain other officer, naming that officer. That is
the usual way of doing this thing. Of course, placing a man
who has been out for some time back into the place he held on
the lineal list at the time he retired creates dissatisfaction in
the Army. The officers who are given a setback by reason of
the legislation all feel aggrieved, and properly so. When a
man continues in the service right sitraight along it is only
natural for him to feel that he should not be displaced by some
man who has been out for a period of years and then wants to
come back; and when this subject was up on the national de-
fense bill the Committee on Military Affairs recognized that
principle in section 24 of that bill, where they provided that the
Secretary of War might reinstate certain officers who had re-

signed. The law states specifically that those officers would
have to go back at the bottom of the gradé in which they were
before their resignation. That seems to be fair to every officer
in the Army. To place men back where they were is not fair.
However, I have no objection to the provision in the bill so far
as Col. Dickson is concerned. I believe that if the other officers
were to come back, there should be some provision made that
they come back at the bottom of the list of their grades. So
far as the committee is concerned, their cases were not pre-
sented fully to the committee. As far as I know, nobody made
a statement on their behalf to show the reason why they should
come back. There was a strong case made out for Col. Dickson,
and he is in a branch of the service that is really in need of
skilled officers. I hope that the bill can be amended in such
a way that it can apply only to Col. Dickson.

Mr., CALDWELL. Let us have a vote.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanis, Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word. I should like to know whether the
gentleman will accept an amendment which will read something
like this: That the President is hereby authorized, within one
year of the approval of this act, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate, to transfer, upon applieation, to the active
list of the Army, Tracy C. Dickson, United States Army, with
the rank of lieutenant colonel.

Mr. CALDWELL. I can answer no, that to accept such an
amendment as that would be perfectly futile, because in the
closing hours of Congress we could not get it passed in the Sen-
ate, and if we are going to need these men at all we are going
to need them very quickly.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is fully aware that we are
passing any number of private bills of similar import, that are
being passed daily in the other body.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. The ranking member of the
minority of the Military Affairs Committee has just stated that
the Military Affairs Committee did not go into the matter of
these four other officers named in the report—Henry A. Brown,
Robert E. Wood., Courtland Nixon, and Frank O. Whitlock.

Mr. KAHN. I said so far as I knew, because I was not pres-
ent when the original bill was reported.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, The chairman of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs is here, and so are many members
of that committee, and in view of the fact that we are asked to
pass a bill for the relief of five men, including Col. Dickson, who
seems to have been represented before the committee, I desire
to ask whether the committee itself had any direct information
as to Henry A. Brown, chaplain; Robert E. Wood, captain of
Cavalry ; Courtland Nixon, captain of Cavalry; and Frank O,
Whitlock, captain of Cavalry? I yield to the gentleman from
igtbiamu [Mr. DexT], chairman of the Committee on Military

nirs.

Mr, DENT. I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr., Mooge] that the present chairman of the Committee on
Military Affairs was not chairman of the committee when this
bill was considered and reported. It was reported at the last
session of Congress, and I confess that the present chairman of
the committee is not familiar with the facts other than those
relating to Col. Dickinson, because this bill was considered
when I was not chairman of the committee,

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. May I bring to the attention of
the gentleman the fact, which has several times been referred
to, that the names of those four or five officers in the report are
mentioned only to indicate such men as might be affected by
this general legislation if they sought to take advantage of it?
There was no application on their part to have the legislation
passed ; consequently their cases have not been examined.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman will answer
this question——

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. If he can.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think he will be able to
answer it yes or no. It has been stated here that the commit-
tee did have before it the matter of Col. Dickson's desire to
come back into the service.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. That is right.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know, as
a member of the Military Affairs Committee, whether anything
has been said before the committee with respect to these other
four officers whose names I have read?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Not to my recollection.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, as a matter of fact, the
committee has reported a bill naming specifically five men——

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It
names nobody.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It has presented a report
specifically naming five men who are to be the beneficiaries of
a blanket act.
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Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Oh, no.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And four of those men have
not been before the committee at all, and the committee has no
knowledge as to whether they will reenter the service?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. It has not reported a bill the
effect of which is, as the gentleman has stated, to make certain
men the beneficiaries of anything. It has reported a bill in
such general terms that certain men, upon application and upon
passing certain tests and being accepted, reenter the service
of the United States, because the United States might want
them back.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If they reenter the service
they will get more pay on the active ligt than they get now on
the retired list, will they not?

Mr. TILSON. The Government will have their services,
which it would not otherwise have.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then they will certainly be
heneficiaries of the act. This is an intensely commercial age,
and if they are going to get more pay for coming back on the
active list, they will certainly be beneficiaries of it. But they
have not asked for it, and the committee is reporting for them
without having any knowledge of .their intent.

Mr. PLATT. I take it from the gentleman's previous re-
marks that these gentlemen could make more money in civil life
than they could in the Army on the active list with full pay.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; in the manufacturing of
munitions. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York
if he knows who is the president of the Remington Arms Co.?

Mr. PLATT. I do not.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Can any gentleman tell us
who is the president of the Remington Arms Co.? Is Cleveland
H. Dodge assoclated with that company?

Mr. SNYDER. Noj; he is not.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I believe my amendment
has been withdrawn.

Mr. DYER. It has not.

Mr. CALDWELL. I asked unanimous consent to withdraw
my amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment. Is there ob-
jection? 5

Mr. DYER. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. I think
the Chairman is in error. I asked to withdraw my amendment
and the Chair stated my request, and the Chair stated that the
amendment had been withdrawn. Following that the gentle-
man from Pemnsylvania got the floor and got recognition by
reason of moving to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this is what took place:
The gentleman from New York said he would withdraw the
amendment. The Chair said “the gentleman from New York
withdraws his amendment,” but about that time the gentleman
from California [Mr. KauN] arose and asked for recognition.
The gentleman from New York said he would withdraw his
demand for the regular order if the gentleman from California
desired to speak.

Mr. CALDWELL. I followed that by making a point of or-
der and renewed the point of order in order that the gentleman
from California [Mr. Kaax] might speak, beeause I had ecalled
for the regular order.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New
York asked unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment, but
the Chair never submitted that request.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not submit the request
until a moment ago when he submitted it, and the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. DyEr] objected. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr.,
arpweLL].

A Meumser. Let the amendment be reported.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objectlon, the amendment will
be again reported.

Mr. HARDY. I object.

Mr. MANN. Can we not know what we are going to vote on?

Mr. HARDY. It has been discussed for an hour or more.

Mr. MANN. Then I shall make a point of order of no
quornm if we can not have the amendment reported.

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I do not want any point of
order made at this time, and T withdraw the objeetion.

The Clerk again reported the amendment.

The CHATRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Maxnx) there were 34 ayes and 53 noes.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers.

Tellers were ordered ; and the Chair appointed as tellers the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer] and the gentleman from
New York [Mr. CALDWELL].

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that
there were 29 ayes and 48 noes.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order that
no quorum is present. [Cries of “No!” “No!"]

Mr. DYER. I will withdraw it temporarily.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 1, after the word “Provided,” strike out the remainder
of line 1, all of line 2 and line 3 down to and ineluding the word
“retired,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ That such officers
shall take rank at the foot of the respective mﬁa which they held at
the tlme of their retirement, and.”

So that the provision will read as follows:

“Provided, t such officers shall take rank at the foot of the re-

tive grade which t.hef held at the time of their retirement and
shall be carried as an additional number in the grade to which he may
be transferred,” ete.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I submit this amendment be-
cause it seems to me, after listening to debate for two hours, that
it is a just procedure. It is in line with the policy in existence
heretofore in control of the Army. I call your attention to the
aet of June 3, 1916:

Provided further, That the President may r ission p who
have heretofore held commissions in the Regular Army and have left
the service honorably, after ascertaining that they are qualified for
service physically, morally, and as to age and mlﬁtnry tliltnass; such
Teco! szioned officers shall rank at the foot of the res ve grades
which they held at the time of their separation from the ¥.

Now, my amendment is to follow out that line of procedure,
which we have sunctioned by legislation here within the last
year.

It seems to me that. where an officer has obtained an honorable
and high rank in the Army, such as lieutenant colonel or
colonel, and has lived long enough so that he has the right to be
retired, and voluntarily does retire, and with no compulsion in
the matter separates himself from the service, becomes a part
of the industrial system of the country, those who come in
after him have a right to be seeure in their order of precedence,
succession, and promotion. It is not fair that he should come
into that rank and be elevated to a precedence above those who
had voluntarily stayed in the service. It may be that a number
of those who would have numbers behind him under the bill as
it now is are older in the service than he and were subject to
retirement had they seen fit to retire. But they saw fit to stay
with the Government which educated them rather than seeking
fields of greater remuneration, and then later when prospects
of promotion appear to have improved seek reinstatement in the
Army. Let us slaughter the calf for the prodigal, give him the
veal, but leave the herd and the mansion to the faithful.

As a matter of choice they did separate themselves from the
service, and now having exercised that choice, having gone out
into civil life, I think it is absolutely unfair that they should
be reinstated at the door where they passed out. I think they
should be placed at the foot of the list. I submit that as a mat-
ter of fairness to the men whom these men might precede un-
fairly they should be so placed. I am ineclined to think that there
should not be any special encouragement given to those men who
have become subject to retirement to retire at the first oppor-
tunity, but they should stay in until they are sure they want to
get out, and stay out.

Mr. CALDWELL.
for a question?

Mr. SLOAN. Yes.

Mr. CALDWELL. This would put-him at the foot of the list
of colonels?

Mr. SLOAN. I understand that would place the individual
yvou have in mind at the foot of the list of lieutenant colonels,
or whatever the rank is. I have no particular person in mind.
I am thinking how these officers should be permitted as a class
to reattach themselves to the service. If rewards are to be
given, grant them to those who long remained devoted and
faithful to the Army service,

Mr. CALDWELL. AMr. Chairman, let the amendment be
again reported.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again
report the amendment.

There was no objection, and the Clerk aguin reported the
amendiment.

The CHAIRMAN,
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CALDWELL and Mr. ANTHONY rose.

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield

The question is on agreeing to the amend-
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Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise and report the bill with the amendment with a
favorable recommendation.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which
I desire to offer.

Mr, CALDWELL, 1 insist upon my motion.

Mr. MANN. Bui th> gentleman can not insist upon his
motion.

Mr. CALDWELL. My, Chairman, I had the floor and was
recognized, and I move that the committee do now rise and
report the bill as amended with a favorable recommendation.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves
that the committee do now rise——

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Chairman, I rise to a point of order.
The precedents are many that a motion to rise and report a bill
is not In order whenever a Member is claiming recognition
upon the floor for the purpose of offering an amendment. The
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AxtHONY] demanded recognition
for the purpose of offering an amendment. In fact, his amend-
ment is now in the Reading Clerk’s hands at the desk. The
Chair must take notice of the demand of the gentleman from
Kansas asking for recognition, which he stated was for the
purpose of offering an amendment. If the Chair desires prece-
dents, they are easy to cite and are numerous.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed that the gentleman
from New York would withdraw his motion, the gentleman
from Kansas being a member of the committee.

Mr. MANN. This is a preferential motion. Both gentlemen
were on their feet at the same time asking for recognition.

The CHAIRMAN. The only reason the Chair recognized the
gentleman from New York was because he is in charge of the
bill.

Mr. MANN. That is correct; but the gentleman from Kansas
states that he has a preferential motion.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas rise
for the purpose of offering an amendment to the bill?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; I have risen several times to do that.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr, Chairman, before that is done, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph and all
amendments thereto close in 10 minutes.

Mr. MANN. Let us hear what the amendment is, and per-
haps there will be no trouble about it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr., ANTHONY: Page 2, llne 14, after the word
“ above ' strike out the rest of the paragra p]:

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, the effect of the amendment
which the Clerk has just read will, if adopted, prevent what I
believe to be the intention of this bill, and which most of the
gentlemen who have spoken upon it have not dilated upon. Un-
der the language of the bill unguestionably Col. Dickson, if re-

instated to the rank on the active list which the bill will give |

him, will, when he retires in the regular course under the law,
be retired at the advanced grade of a brigadier general. In
other words, the proper caption for this bill would be to confer
the rank of brigadier general upon Col. Dickson. That is the milk
in the coconut, that is the crux of this whole thing, and prob-
ably one of the reasons why the officer desires to return to the
active list. Now, Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentlemen
who have spoken in regard to the abilities of Col. Dickson and
the desirability of placing him again upon the active list of the
Army, but I do not believe in passing legislation the effect of
which will be when an officer is finally retired to give him an
advanced grade, and that the grade of brigadier general.

Mr, GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield for a
guestion? ;

Mr. ANTHONY. I will

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Of course, the gentleman has
taken into consideration the fact that Col. Dickson, if restored
to the Army now, would have 15 years to serve before being re-
tired x;utomatically. and might be made brigadier general and
more, too.

Mr. ANTHONY. That is true, but I will say to the gentleman
if restored now to the grade on the active list which he formerly
had, by reason of the additional inerements in the Ordnance
Corps and increases in the Army which come after the 1st of
July next, and which our committee, as the gentleman knows,
have already authorized to be made at once, with the increase in
the Ordnance Corps the rank of this officer will be considerably
advanced within the next year or two, when the time comes
fTor him to retire for age he will have the full status of a colonel,
and with this language of the Panama Canal act, which this
bill especially retains in force, will unquestionably give Col.
Dickson, when retired, the rank of a brigadier general, My
amendment proposes to withdraw the promotion to the grade

of brigadier general which would ultimately accrue if this
language remains in the bill.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question, or will
some member of the Committee on Military Affairs inform me
if Col. Dickson—and this whole bill seems to revolve about
Col. Dickson as the other four men do not count for anything
at all—goes back in the Ordnance Department, does he?

Mr. ANTHONY. He does.

Mr. MANN. What is the highest grade an officer can reach
in the Ordnance t?

Mr. ANTHONY. The highest grade an officer ean reach is
that of colonel unless especially dedignated by the President to
be a general—

Mr. MANN. Brigadier general, what is known as Chief of
Ordnance?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir.

Mr, MANN. But if he retires while he is Chief of Ordnance,
does he retire with the rank of a brigadier general or with the
rank of a colonel?

+ Mr. ANTHONY. I understand he would retire at the grade
which he holds upon the regular lineal list.

Mr. MANN. That would be colonel?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. MANN. There is only one colonel in the Ordnance De-

t?
: AMr. ANTHONY. Three, some gentleman says—Mr. Hurn of
owa.

Mr. MANN. Full colonels?

Lir.aJHULL of Towa. Three colonels and I think one brigadier
generay.

Mr. ANTHONY. There must be at least the number the gen-
tleman says.

Mr. MANN. Of course if Col. Dickson reached the grade of
colonel under the Panama Canal act and was retired after that,
he would be retired as a brigadier general?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Which no other officer in the Ordnance Depart-
ment can reach?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think that is true, and I contend that in
the ordinary courses of promotion he reaches the grade of
colonel, and by virtue of the Panama Canal act, which this bill
erpressly retains in effect, that will give him the grade of
brigadier general when he retires, That is what I wish to
strike out. I am willing to have him restored to active duty,
but I do not want him to have two shots under this one act of
Congress,

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I quite heartily agree with the
gentleman from Kansas in the proposition that if once men take
advantage of the Panama Canal act giving preference to pro-
motion on retirement, they ought not to have a subsequent op-
portunity, and if that is the limiting effect of the gentlemen’s
amendment and no other I will be inclined to favor it.

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say that is my contention.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Kansas.

Mr. CALDWELL. Myr. Chairman, ¥ have a right to answer
the gentleman. Mr, Chairman, I hope the amendment does not
carry, because if it does it defeats the bill and defeats the pur-
pose of the bill, which is to get an ordnance officer who is able
to take care of the necessities of this Government at this time.

Mr. GORDON. But what rank and grade and pay does it
give him?

Mr. CALDWELL. It gives him when he comes in exactly the
same grade, rank, and pay as when he went out of the service.
We do not want to promote him to any place. We want him
to come back to exactly where he went out. The amendment
that has just passed here by this committee puts him even below
where he went out, and that is all we ask for. If this bill is
passed, that is all we ask for.

Mr. BLACK. I would ask the gentleman in charge of the
bill if the bill is passed without the amendment of the gentleman
from Kansas what will be the rank of Col. Dickson in the
Army?

Mr. CALDWELL. A lieutenant colonel, at the bottom of the
lieutenant-colonel list. And I will say this, that when he went
out of the service he was not at the bottom of the lieutenant-
colonel list at all, and by going back into the service he will
go below the file that he had when he left the service. There-
fore I hope the amendment will be voted down.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise and report the bill with the amendment to the House,
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with the recommendation that the amendment be agreed to, and
that the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the eommittee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Lroyp, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill (8. 6850) authoriz-
ing transfer of certain retired Army officers to the active list,
and had directed him to report the same to the House with a
certain amendment, with the recommendation that the amend-
ment be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do paish
‘ The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate bill.

The bill was read a third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill.

Mr. DYER. DMr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dm]
makes the point of order that there is no quorum present, and
the Chair will count. [After counting.] Omne hundred and one
gentlemen are present, not a quorum.

Mr, KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The SPEAKER. It is an automatic call. The Doorkeéeper will
close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees,
and the Clerk will call the roll. Those in favor of passing this
bill will, as their names are called, answer “yea"; those op-
posed will answer “ nay.”

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 295, nays 15,
answered “ present " 4, not voting 120, as follows:

Ward Whaley ‘Wilson, Fla. Wood, Ind
Wason ‘Wheeler Wilson, I11. Woods, lowa
Watking Williams, T. 8. Wilson, La. Woodyard
Watson, Pa., Willlams, W. E. Wingo Young, N. Dak.
Watson, Va. Willlams, Ohio Wise
NAYS—15.
Bacharach Dyer James Moore, Pa.
Bailey Greene, Mass, Lehlbach Norton
Capstick Haskell McKenzie Walsh
Caraway Jacoway Mann
ANSWERED *“PRESENT "—4.
Cooper, Wis, Hamlin London Webb
NOT VOTING—120.
Barchfeld Driscoll Hill Plfe. N.C
Beakes Drukker Hinds Paige, Mass.
Benedlet BEdmonds Hopwood Patten
Bennet Edwards Howell Porter
Britten Estopinal Hulbert Pon
Brumbaugh Evans Husted Price
Buc : Fairchild Johnson, 8. Dak. Roberts, Mags.
Burgess Farley Jones Rodenberg
Burnett Farr Kelley Rowe
Butler Ferrls Kent Rucker, Mo,
Campbell Flood Langley Sabath
Cantrill Flynn * Lewis Baunders
Carew Foster Liebel chall
Casey Garrett Loft Scott, Mich.
Chandler, N. Y. Glass McAndrews Scott, Pa.
Charles Glynn McCracken Seully
Chiperfield Goodwin, Ark MeCulloch Sears
Clark, Fla. raham McDermott Sells
Cline Gray, N. J. McFadden Bhackleford
Conry Tegg McKellar Sisson
Cople Guernsey Maher E
Costello Hamill Martin s cphenn, Nebr,
Cramton Hamlin Matthews Stout
Crosser Harrison, Miss Meondell Tnggart
Cullop Hart Mooney Tavenner
Davenport Haugen Morg;nn, La. Taylor, Ark.
Davis, Minn Hayes Mott Van Dyke
it Helgesen Mudd Vare
Dillon Henry Nelson Winslow
ling Hic Oglesby Young, Tex.

So the bill was passed.

The Clerk announced

Until further notice:

Mr. Scuriy with Mr.
Mr. PATTEN with Mr.
Mr. BeEakEs with Mr.,

the following pairs. |

WiNsrLow.
Rowe,
McCurLrocH,

Mr. Casey with Mr, HOwWELL.

Mr, GrEce with Mr, FAIRCHILD.

Mr. Youne of Texas with Mr. BARCHFELD,
Mr. VAN Dyxe with Mr. Morr.

Mr. Hureerr with Mr., NELSON,

Mr. McKerrAr with Mr. BENEDICT,

Mr. SHACKLEFORD with Mr. BEXNET,

Mr. BrumpaveH with Mr. BRITTEN.

Mr. BucHANAN of Illinois with Mr. CHIPERFIELD.
Mr. BurNerr with Mr. BUTLER,
Mr. HEsry with Mr. CAMPBELL.
Mr. CantriLL with Mr. CEANDLER of New York,
Mr. Carew with Mr. CHARLES,
Mr. StepHENS of Nebraska with Mr. CosTELLO,
Mr. Craex of Florida with Mr. CopLEY,

Mr, Tavyror of Arkansas with Mr. CramTON,

Mr. Coxry with Mr. Davis of Minnesota.
Mr. Crosser with Mr. Dinrox.

Mr. TAacearT with Mr. DRUKKER.

Mr. Dewarr with Mr. EpmoNDs.

Mr. Doorixg with Mr, FAzg,

Mr. DriscoLn with Mr. GLYsN,
Mr. Stour with Mr. GRAHAM.
Mr. EstoriNarL with Mr. Gray of New Jersey.
Mr. Evans with Mr. GUERNSEY.
Mr. FArrLey with Mr. HAuGeEN.

Mr, FErris with Mr. Haves,

Mr. Froop with Mr. HELGESEN,

YEAS—295.

Abercrombie Eagan Kettner Raker
Adalr Eagle Key, Ohio Ramseyer
Adamson Ellswurth Kiess, Pa. Randall
Alken Elston Kincheloe Rauch
Alexander Emerson K.,rlga Rayburn
Allen Esch Kinkaid Reavis
Almon Fess Kitchin Reilly
Anderson Flelds Kan?’p Ricketts
Anthony Fitzgerald ider Riordan
Ashbrook Focht Lafean Roberts, Nev.
Aswell Fordney La Follette Rogers
Austin Foss Lazaro Rouse
Ayres Frear Rowland
Barkley Freeman Lenroot Rubey
Barnhart Fuller Lesher Rucker, Ga.
Beales Gallagher Lever Russell, Mo.
i Bell Gallivan Lieb Bmmen Ohio
Black Gandy Lindbergh

Blackmon Gard Linthicum shallenberger
| Booher Gardner Littlepage Bherley
Borland Garland Lloyd Sherwood
Bowers Garner Lobeck Shouse
Britt Gillett Longworth Blegel
Browne Godwin, N. C, Lou Bims
Browning Good McArthur Sinnott
Bruckner Gordon - MecClintie Slayden
Buchanan, Tex. Gould MeGillicuddy Slemp
Burke Gray, Ala. McKinle, Sloan
Byrnes, 8. C. Gray, Ind. McLa lin 1
Byrns, Tenn., Green, Iowa McLemore mith, Idaho
Caldwell Greene, Vt. Madden Smith, Mic
Calla Griest agee Smith, Minn
Cnndler. Miss. Griffin apes Smith, N. Y.
Cannon Hadley Mays Smith, Tex.
Carlin Hamllton, Mich. Meeker Snell
Carter, Mass. Hamilton, N. Y. Hiller Del. Snyder
Carter, Okla. Har: ﬂv Mlller. Minn. Stafford
Cary Harrison, Va. Miller, Pa. iteagall
Church Hastings' Montague Stedman

ond Hawley Moon Steele, Iowa

Coleman Hayden Moores, Ind, Steele, P'a.
Collier Heaton uo:fan. Okla. Bteenerson
Connelly Heflin Morin Stephens, Misg,
Cooper, Ohio Helm Morrison Stephens, Tex.
Cooper, W. Va, Helvering Moss Sterling
Cox ¥ Murray Stiness
Crago Hernandez Neely Stone

Crisp Hilllard Nicholls, 8. C. Sulloway
Curry Holland Nichols, Mich. Sumners
Dale, N. Y. Hollingsworth ~ Nolan Butherland
Dale, Vt. Tood North Sweet
Dalllnger Houston Oakey Swift
Danforth Howard Oldfield Switzer
Darrow Huddleston Oliver a
Davis, Tex Hughes Olney

Decker Hull, Towa o Shaunessy ‘I‘aylor. Colo.
Dempsey Hull, Tenn. Overmyer Templ e
Denison Humphrey, Wash. Padgett Thoma

Dont Humphreys, Miss, Par Thompson
Dickinson [Hutchinson Parker, N. J. T llm.an
Dies Jg Parker, N. Y. Tilson

Dill ohnson, %; Peters Timberlake
Dixon J nhnson. ash. Phelan Tinkham
Doolittle Platt Towner
Doremus Kearns Powers Treadway
Doughton Keating Pratt Venable
Dowell Keister uin | Vinson
Dunn Kennedy, Towa ale Volstead
Dupré Kennedy, R, 1. Ralney Walker

. S1ssoxy with Mr. Hicks.

. Foster with Mr. Hicr,

. Grass with Mr. Hinps.

. Goopwin of Arkansas with Mr. Hoprwoob.

. Haarmon with Mr. HusTeDb.

. Haxmrin with Mr. Joansox of South Dakota.
. Harrtsox of Mississippi with Mr. KELLEY,

. Harr with Mr. LANGLEY.

GARRETT with Mr. McCRACKEN.

. Jones with Mr. McFADDEN,

. LiesrrL with Mr. MARTIN.

. Lorr with Mr. MATTHEWS.

. McAxprEws with Mr, MoNDELL.

. McDeryoTr with Mr, MooNEY,

. Maurr with Mr. Parce of Massachusetts.
. Sears with Mr. PorTER,

. WeBe with Mr. Mubp,
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Mr.
Mr.
Ar.,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

OcreEssy with Mr. Roperts of Massachusetts.

Page of North Carolina with Mr. RoDENBERG.

Pou with Mr. ScHALL.

Prrce with Mr. Scorr of Michigan.

Rucker of Missouri with Mr, Scorr of Pennsylvania.
SaBaTH with Mr, SELLs.

Mr. SAUNDERS with Mr. VARE.

Mr. CRAGO. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. McKerrar], but on a particular question
that is to come up later. It is net a general pair. I voted
W yeﬁ..”

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will
open the doors.

On motion of Mr. CaLpwerr, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

Also, on motion of Mr. Carpwerr, the bill H. R. 17424, of
similar tenor, was laid on the table.

ENROLLED BILLS BIGNED.

Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the
following titles, when the Speaker signed thé same:

H. R. 455. An act to define the rights and privileges of the
trustees of municipally owned interstate railways, and constru-
ing the act to regulate commerce with reference thereto;

H. R.17602. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county commissioners of Polk County, Minn., and Grand Forks
County, N. Dak., to construct a bridge across Red River of the
North on the boundary line between said States;

H. R. 18550. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Montgomery, in the State of Tennessee, to construct
a bridge ncross the Cumberland River;

H. R.18551. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Montgomery, in the State of Tennessee, to construct
a bridge across the Cumberland River;

H. R.18725. An act granting the consent of Congress to
Kratka Township, Pennington County, Minn., to construct a
bridge across Red Lake River;

H. R. 14074. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
village of Fox Lake, in the county of Lake, State of Illinois,
to construct a bridge across both arms of the Fox River where
it connects Pistakee Lake and Nippersink Lake, at a point
suitable to the interests of navigation, in the county of Lake,
State of Illinois;

H. R. 20574. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county commissioners of Decatur County, Ga., to reconstruct
a bridge across the Flint River at Bainbridge, Ga.; and

H. R. 14471. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to codify,
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of
the following titles:

8.5424. An act to construct a bridge in San Juan County,
State of New Mexico;

S.809. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
accept the application for land entry of Richard Daeley ;

S, 1878. An act to amend the military record of Johm P.
Fitzgerald; and

S.1361. An act for the relief of Thomas Smart.

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

-Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that this day they had presented to the President of the United
States, for his approval, the following bill:

H. 1. 8092. An act confirming patents heretofore issued to cer-
tain Indians in the State of Washington.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. Rucker of Missouri, by unanimous consent, was granted
leave of absence, indefinitely, on account of iliness in his family.
YVOCATIONAL EDUCATION BILL.,

Mr. HUGHES, by direction of the Committee on Education,
presented for printing, under the rule, the conference report on
the bill (8. 703) to provide for the promotion of vocational edu-
cation; to provide for cooperation with the States in the
promotion of such education in agriculture and the trades and
industries; to provide for cooperation with the States in the

repnratlon of teachers of vocational subjects; and to appro-
priate money and regulate its expenditure.
EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous censent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing the speech made
by yourself on March 16 last on “ The making of Representa-
tives,” together with a few observations of my own.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

BOARD OF MANAGERS, NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER
SOLDIERS.

Mr. DENT. Mr, Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Ne-
braska [Mr, ], 2 member of the Committee on
Military Affairs, to call up House joint resolution 3335, reported
by that committee.

The SPEAKER. What calendar is it on?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. On the House Galendar

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the joint resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 335) for the a i1:0];01.11?1110:11’: of four mem-
bers of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled
Volunteer Soldiers.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wﬂl report it.
The Clerk read as follows:
Ju!nt resolution SH. J. Resa. 335

Managers of

teer Eo

Resolved, ch That John W. Wes
of New York; HOH H. Markham, of
o! Kansas, be, and they are hereby, a E}i members o

f Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volnnmer
ths'Gni States to succeed Frederick J. Close, of Ean
W. Wadsworth, of New York; H. H. Mar of California; and
Thomas 8. Bridgham, of l[ni.ne, whose terms of office expired April 21,

1916.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask

for the agpnlntme.nt of four members
e National Home for Disabled Volun-

of Maine ; James W. Wadsworth,
alif.ornta ‘and Guy '1‘ He]vering.
f the Board
Soldiers of!
sas; James

Mr, SHALLENBERGER.
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AxtHONY] if we can &gi'ee
upon time?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think so. Some gentlemen on this slde
would like to be heard on the resolution. What the gentleman
Buggested to me privately, 40 minutes to a side, is sufficient.

SHALLENBERGER. That is satisfactory to me. Mr.
Speuker I ask unanimous consent that the time for debate upon
the resolution be limited to 40 minutes to a side, the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. AxTHONY] to have control of the time upon
his side and I to have control upon this side.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHAr-
LENBERGER] asks unanimous consent that the debate on this
resolution be confined to 40 minutes to a side, half of the time
to be controlled by himself and half by the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE TO ADDEESS THE HOUSE.

Mr, GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
after the reading of the Journal to-morrow I be permitted to
address the House for 20 minutes in reply to the speech of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] of yesterday.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks

| unanimous consent that to-morrow, immediately after the read-

ing of the Journal and the clearing up of business on the
Speaker's table, he be permitted to speak not exceeding 20 min-
utes, answering the speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Moore] on yesterday. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch ag T
do not know what the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
GArpNER] intends to say to-morrew in answer to me, I ask
unanimous consent that I may have 20 minutes to reply. [Ap-
plause and laughter.]

Mr. KITCHIN. Will not the gentleman make it 10 minutes?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, being in
doubt as to what the gentleman from Massachusetts is going to
say about him [laughter], asks 20 minutes in which to repiy.

Mz, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Or so much thereof as I inay
need.

The SPEAKER. Of course,

There was no objection.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania that I do not intend to eriticize him in any

Is there objection?

way.
The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman can yield back the 20
minutes. [Laughter.]
BOARD OF MANAGERS NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER
SOLDIERS.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, this resolution which

- we have before the House now for consideration is for the ap-

pointment of a Board of four Managers for the National Home
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. Two of the present members
are reappointed under this resolution. There are two new
members offered for these positions—one from Maine, M. John
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W. West, a veteran of the Civil War, and one new member from
the State of Kansas, the Hon, Guy T. HerveriNg, a Mem-
ber of this House and a veteran of the Spanish-American War,
The Military Committee believed it necessary that the member
from Kansas, who now holds that position should be retired from
it. Therefore we offer the name of Mr. HeErvering, of Kansas.
I will say to the Members of the House that I understand there
is no opposition to the appointment of the new man from Maine.
The present member retires voluntarily, because of old age and
consequent disabilities, Therefore the only question is as to
the appointment of the new member from Kansas, and the ma-
Jority of the committee, after consideration, have recommended
the appointment of Mr. HeLvering for the position of the mem-
ber from Kansas, now occupied by Mr. Close. So far as I am
concerned, I have nothing further to offer to the House at pres-
ent, and reserve the balance of my time. [Applaunse.] I yield
to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY].

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, the minority members of the
Committee on Military Affairs unanimously dissented from the
report of the majority on this resolution. In the first place, there
is already upon the ecalendar of the House another resolution,
H. J. Res. 244, reported out of the Committee on Military
Affairs last July, I think, covering the appointment of members
of this very board. For some reason the majority of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs have never called up that resolution,
although it has been upon the calendar all this time. But a few
days ago they brought before the Committee on Military Affairs
the present resolution, substituting in place of the name of one
gentleman reported in the resolution of last July a new name
for consideration by the House. No adequate reason was ad-
vanced by any member of the committee why such a questionable
&tep should be taken by a responsible committee of this House,
A virtual repudiation of a former report of this committee to
this House. The man whose name was reported out last July
for one of these plates, George W. Findlay, of Kansas, is a
man of the highest character and standing in our State, a vet-
eran soldier of the Civil War, against whom not & word of any
kind can be said in disparagement. In fact, when the majority
members of our committee advanced the proposition to bring
out a new resolution to fill these places on the board of man-
agers, they frankly stated to the members of the minority on
the committee that they did it for partisan reasons only. Their
only objection to Mr. Findlay was that he was a *“stand-pat
Republican, as one of my Demoecratic colleagues from Kansas
frankly stated.

Mr. COX. WIill the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANTHONY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr, COX, What has been the practice heretofore as to placing
serving Members of Congress upon these boards? -

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say to the gentleman that within my
knowledge of that board, which probably covers 25 years, there
has never been any partisan action taken in connection with it.
It has been composed indiscriminately of Republicans and
‘Democrats.

Mr. COX. I do not think the gentleman caught my question.
‘What has been the practice as to appointing serving Members of
'Congress upon these boards? :

- Mr. ANTHONY. Serving Members have been appointed from
time to time.

Mr. COX. How many times?

Mr. ANTHONY. I think twice. I remember Mr, Brownlow, of
Tennessee,

Mr. FIELDS. I understand there have been five.

Mr. ANTHONY. Perhaps there have been. I remember Mr.
Brownlow, of Tennessee, and another gentleman from Ten-
nessee, a few years ago. Now, let me say to the gentleman
from Indiana——

Mr. COX. Just one question further, if the gentleman will
yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. T yield to the gentleman.

Mr. COX. Are all these other members proposed to be ap-
pointed to this board, except Mr. Hervering, soldiers of the
Civil War?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Three of them are soldiers of the
Civil War and one of the Spanish War.

Mr. ANTHONY. Now, let me say to the gentleman from
Indiana that no member of our committee has the slightest
personal objection to either of the gentlemen who are named
in the resolution which has just been brought before the House.
The thing that we are protesting against is the injection of
partisan politics in the selection of members of this board.

Mr. GORDON. WIll the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. GORDON. How many Democrats were on this board
when the Democrats came into power in this House?

Mr. ANTHONY.
Mr. GORDON.

I do not know, exactly.

There was just one, and he was overlooked.

Mr. ANTHONY. I had that question asked me to-day, why
there were so few Democrats at that time, and the gentleman
from California [Mr. Kaux] tells me it was because no Demo-
cratic Member of this House placed in nomination the name
of any Democratic Member,

Mr. GORDON. Because it was of no use.

Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, no; the gentleman is in error. Now,
let me say that the membership of this board at present con-
sists of seven men. As now constituted two are Republicans
and five are Democrats. We are contending that a fair and
equitable division would be three Republicans and four Demo-
crats. There is not the slightest idea of interfering with the
Democratic control of that board.

We believe it just and proper that they have a majority, but
when the resolution was brought before the Committee on
Military Affairs last summer at the time Mr. Findlay, a Re-
publican of Kansas, was named for membership, it was agreed
by Mr. Hay, the then chairman of the committee, and by all
the members of the committee who were present that day, that
it was just and proper to have another Republican member on
the board. .

Mr. GORDON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. GORDON. How many members of the committee were

present ?
Mr. ANTHONY. I do not remember.
Mr. GORDON. Was a quorum present?

Mr, ANTHONY. I do not know.

Mr. SLOAN. If the members of the committee were not
there, they should have been there.

Mr, ANTHONY. They should have, and if the gentleman
from Ohio was not there he should have been there,

Mr. SLOAN. Now, the minority does not question the char-
acter or propriety or the ability of the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. HELVERING] to serve on the board, does it?

Mr. ANTHONY. Not the slightest.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. You do not question the propriety of having
Members of Congress on the board?

Mr, ANTHONY. I do not, although some members of the
committee do. :

Mr, WINGO. I see no reason why a Member of Congress
should not serve on the board and I can see some good reasons
why he should serve. Now, if you do not objeet to the char-
acter of the gentleman from Kansas and do not object to a
Member of Congress serving on the board, the result is that
you put® yourself into the very position that you complain of
as g partisan question.

Mr. ANTHONY. My objection is to the questionable meth-
ods of the committee, reporting a resolution naming an hon-
orable gentleman and then repudiating the action without just
cause and only for avowed partisan purposes.

Mr. WINGO. Did not that occur once under Republican con-
irol?

Mr. ANTHONY. No; and I want to tell the House what
has been the result of exactly this same state of affairs existing
two years ago that exists to-day. A gentleman of high charac-
ter was named by the Military Committee for one of these
vacancies, He happened to be a Republican. At that time
some Democratic influences in the State of Kansas made up
their minds that they wanted a Democratic member. Those
who came before the majority of the Committee on Military
Affairs influenced them to change their former action and to
report out the name of a Democrat from Kansas who was
faterwards placed on the board. The majority of the committee
named this man over my protest and over the protest of other
members of that committee as to his fitness. The man was
a broken-down politician, known to be without responsibility
in my State, and I so stated to the members of the committee.
In spite of that protest he was placed on the board. What has
followed it is proper to acquaint the House with, and the result
of this attempted partisan control of what should be one of
the most sacred institutions we have, that of caring for the
veteran soldier, is not one that the Democratic members of the
Military Committee or of this House can be very proud of.

This man, placed by the majority of our committee on the
board of managers, afterwards elected as president of that
board by his party associates, was placed in charge of the
funds of the home, the sacred funds which are accumulated
there for the use of the veteran soldiers. The records of the
Appropriation Committee, beginning on page 513, in the hearings
on the sundry eivil bill of 1917, contain a shameful record of
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mishandled moneys and peculations of this fund. . The records
show that this man, placed on the board for partisan purposes
only, made investmments that have resulted in swindling the
Government out of $46,000 of one of the funds intrusted to his
care, The records show in that transaction that in the purchase
of about $46,000 worth of wildeat granite mining bonds located
in Colorado, somebody was paid a cash commission of $6,000.
The records show that there was $25,000 stock of that company
also Issued in the name of a member of the Soldiers’ Home
Board.

Following this disreputable financial transaction that was
fully disclosed by the patient work of the Committee on Appro-
priations last year, there came a run of resignations among
some of the officials of the different branches of the homes over
the country. In the places of many of these old Republican em-
ployees there were appointed men known to be political hench-
men and personal associates of this man Close, the broken-down
Democratic Kansas politician, who was made president of the
board in the manner which I have outlined to the House. For
instance, there was appointed governor of the Milwaukee home
a man by the name Ijams, who was put in that responsible posi-
tion, a man who before had been associated with Close in busi-
ness in Kansas City. This man Ijams, made governor by his
‘old crony, Close, had at one time been the agent of this wildcat
Colorado mine for the sale of these bogus securities which
‘were afterwards unloaded on the Government. That is the way
the chain of fraud had been carried out under the administra-
tion of the gentleman I have named.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-
man yleld? 3

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Has there been a prosecution of
this man?

Mr. ANTHONY, I will say to the gentleman that the board
of managers has taken very proper action. They have ordered
that a full transeript of the evidence be placed in the hands of
the Attorney General of the United States, and I understand
it is now there, awaiting action by that official.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How long since these disclosures
were first made?

Mr. ANTHONY. These disclosures were made in the hear-
ings upon the sundry civil appropriation bill for 1917.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Over a year ago?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Has anything been done by the
Attorney General's Office to prosecute these people?

Mr. ANTHONY. Not that I am aware of.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. About how long does it take
after facts like that, which show plain embezzlement, for this
ofticial to take action?

Mr, ANTHONY. That evidently depends upon the degree of
political influence.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.
else, does it?

Mr. GORDON. Does the gentleman claim that there has been
embezzlement there?
Mr. ANTHONY.

ment.

Mr, GORDON. Practical!

Mr. ANTHONY. That the money of the Government has been
invested in fraudulent securities without commercial value,

Mr. GORDON. The gentleman's statement was that he un-
wisely invested the money.

Mr. ANTHONY. I refer the gentleman to the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman from New York
[Mr. FrrzGerarn], who ean give perhaps better testimony than
1. Ar. Firzeerarn disclosed this fraud in a very able examina-
tion of Close before the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Did I understind the gentleman to say
that one party upon this board received a commission?

Mr. ANTHONY. That is part of the evidence, I will say.
What we are protesting against is the continuation of this par-
tisan control. For many years, for a period of over 18 years, in
successive Republican Congresses, Gen. Franklin, a gentleman
from Connecticut, a Democrat, was continued president of that
board. Until the last two years there have never been any par-
tisan politics on that board, and I believe that for the honor

of this House and the country this resolution should be defeated.
I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. Mr, Chairman, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gorpox].

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman, there is an attempt being
made to deceive this House in reference to conditions here.
Our Republican friends can not let go, and they are seeking to
invoke partisan spirit and misrepresentation for the purpose of

It does not depend on anything

I believe there has been practical embezzle-

misleading the House. In reference to the resolution that is
sald to have been reported out by this committee last July, I
went home on the 1st of July and remained there for several
weeks, and was not present, but I have not succeeded up to
date in finding anybody that was present at the time this action
was taken. But how is that important or material? At a fully

_attended meeting of the committee and after careful considera-

tion, after these charges of improper management had been
made by Mr, ANTHONY, the majority members of the Committee
on Military Affairs decided they wanted a man on that board in
Kansas of unquestioned integrity, a man concerning whom they
knew something, because Congress is charged officially with the
responsibility of the proper management and conduct of these
homes, and, therefore, they selected a gentleman from Kansas,
a Member of this House who has been two or three times elected
to this body, for the very reason that they wanted a man against
whose integrity nothing could be said. That was primarily the
reason for selecting Mr. HELVERING, not because of his politics,
but the trouble with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
AxTHONY] is that because he is a member of the committee and
one of the old ringers of this House, he thinks he ought to con-
trol. When the Republicans had a majority of the House and
were charged officially with the responsibility they had, I am
told, all of these members but one. When the Democrats came
into power in 1910, every member of this board was Republican
but one. I do not know why they did not take him.

Mr. HASTINGS. How many members did they have at that
time on the board?

Mr. GORDON. Eleven.

Mr. HASTINGS. And 10 of them were Republicans?

Mr. GORDON. Yes, This idea that the Republicans have a

vested right in all of these offices is an idea that obscesses the

minds of some Republican Members here. I undertake to say
that the selection of Mr. HELVERING is not a partisan matter.
The primary object in selecting him was to have a man in whom
the Members of this House would have confidence, and the fact
that he is a Democrat does not disqualify him, I hope.

Mr. ALMON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. GORDON. I will

Mr. ALMON. State whether or not Mr. HeLVERING is a
Spanish-American War veteran.

Mr. GORDON. He is. It has already been stated on the
floor of this House that he is a Spanish War veteran. I think
this.Congress, being especially charged by law—it is a bad law,
the law ought to be repealed, in my judgment, and these homes
ought to be placed under the War Department, because it is an
executive function—but Congress has enacted a law providing
that the men in charge of these homes should be selected by the
House, and now, as the House is charged with the official re-
sponsibility of selecting these men, it ought to select men in
whom it has confidence, and the fact that this gentleman of
whom the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AxTHONY] complains
has unwisely invested funds, if he has——

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GORDON (continuing). Is a matter that is now being
investigated, he says, by the Attorney General. It is all the
more reason why——

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., GORDON. I will in a minute—is all the more reason
why we ought to select a man in whom the House has confidence.
I now yield to the gentleman.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. I want to ask the gentleman from Ohlo
if the gentleman against whom these allegations are made of
poor investments is not about to retire, and is not Mr. HELVERING
suggested in his place?

Mr. GORDON. Certainly; this resolution retires him and
puts Mr. HeELvERING in his place.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GORDON. T will.

Mr, GREENE of Vermont. The gentleman just suggested on
the matter of merit that this whole business should be adminis-
tered by the War Department because it is an executive function.

Mr. GORDON. Yes.

AMr. GREENE of Vermont. Then why 'does the gent!emﬂn
deliberately select a man connected with the legislative branch
to fill a position of this kind?

Mr. GORDON. A very pertinent queéstion, which I will an-
swer: Because the law charges this House with the official re-
sponsibility for the management of these homes, and we ought
to use special care in the matter, and I do not know how the
House can manage thém any bettel than by selecting a reputable
and able Member of it and charging him with that oﬁ!cial
responsibility. Does that answer the question?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman further yleld?

Mr. GORDON. Yes,
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AMr. GREENE of Vermont., Then the gentleman is selecting a
man from among those who have been authorized as Members
~of this House to go and do a thing and then ecome back and pass
upon his own act. Every judge is made his own executioner?

Mr. GORDON. Yes; but this House is charged with the

ithful administration of these homes, and I believe it is proper

or this House to select for the proper management of them a
man in whom it has confidence and whom it can hold responsible.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The time of the gentleman has

expired.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a
guestion. Was not the orlginal resolution, which I find Calen-
dar No. 149 of the House Calendar, introduced by Mr. James
Hay himself?

AMr. SHALLENBERGER. That was reported to the House,

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It was introduced in the
House by Mr. Hay?

AMr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes, sir.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. And referred to the committee
and then reported by Mr. ANTHONY?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes. Will the gentleman from
Kansas yield some of his time?

Mr. ANTHONY. Does the gentleman wish to use any now?
I desire to yleld to the gentleman from Illinois later. How
many more speeches is the gentleman to have?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. About two, I think.

Mr. ANTHONY. I have only one more and Mr., CANNON.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I yleld five minutes to the gentle-
man from Mississippl [Mr, Quix]. [Applause.]

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Speaker, touching this matter of making Mr.
‘HrrveErINg, our colleague, one of the managers of the soldiers’
home in Kansas, T can not see why any of our Republican
friends should object to him. I can not see why there should
be any objection to any man who is well enough thought of by
the people of his district to be repeatedly elected as a Member
of the American Congress. Our good friend on the committee
[Mr. ANTHONY], and he is our friend and a gentleman of the
highest integrity—

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. QUIN (continuing). Seems to be a little bit perturbed
because Mr. HELvErRING is a Democrat.

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. QUIN. I will

Mr. TILSON. Would the gentleman be willing to follow that
logie a little further and say that eveg member on that board
should be a Member of this House? we are going to give it
;personal supervision, would the gentleman be in favor of mak-
ing the entire board out of the membership of this House?

Mr. GORDON. I would, if they would accept it.

Mr. QUIN. It becomes necessary at times for the Government
to be aided by having a United States Benator or a Representa-
tive on one of these boards.

Mr. COOPHR of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield for one
guestion?

Mr. QUIN. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 'What does the gentleman think
of the propriety of a man in a legislative body voting upon his
own official acts?

Mr, QUIN. I think it is indeed a fortunate thing for a man
sometimes to take stock of himself. [Laughter.]

Mr, Speaker, in the old days, when the Republican Party had
the supervision of these homes, we had s distinguished Senator
by the name of Warren as a member, We had another distin-
guished Republican Senator by the name of Sewall as a mem-
ber, and we had that good Republican Brownlow, of Tennessee,
a Member of this House, a member of the board of the home in
his own State. Now, forseoth, because this committee has
presented the name of Guy HeLveEminG, a distinguished and
honorable citizen of the State of Kansas, and a distingunished
Member of this House, as a member of that board for the
soldiers’ home in his State, we have objection from the Repub-
lican side.

When you were in power—and I do not blame you for it—
you had all of them except one lonesome t, and T do
not think his politics hurt him very much or he would not have
been allowed to be there.

The Democrats are now in control, and, as a matter of right,
if you please, 1 think they ought to have a majority of that
board. If you put it on partisan reasons, the Democrats should
not vote for n Republican Member to be on there. We know
the average Democrat would prefer a Democrat. No man need
attempt to fool himself. Let us be honest. You know I
would not put a Republican postmaster in my district under
my recommendation. You know that I am not a partisan, and

I would not vote for a Ri'publican to go on that board instead
of a Democrat. Do not fool yourselves. You vote like I do,
and you know it, and if you Democrats do not vote for Guy
Herverine I do not know what excuse you could offer to your
own conscience and your party. Do you not know that these
Republicans are not going to vote for Guy Herveming? And
what nonsense it is talking about partisanship cutting no figure
in it. We know that you Republicans are going to vote against
the Democrat, and we are going to vote for the Democrat.
There is no teat to suck in this position. There is no salary.
There is a little expense allowed in order to enable him to go
to and fro, in order to attend to that office.

Mr. KING. I understand you to say that Mr. HeLvEriNGg
is a Democrat?

Mr. QUIN. And a good one.

Mr. KING. And there is no salary connected with it?

Mr. QUIN. Not a bit.

Mr. KING. Then, what on earth does a Democrat want with
a place like that?

Mr. QUIN. They want to work for glory. They have always
gone out under the Democratic banner, under the red fires, and
fought for honor. [Laughter.] They do not have to have gold
dollars hung up in front of them for them to have that incentive
to do service for their country. [Applause.]

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I was very much interested in
the gentleman’s rather lucid explanation of the Democratic
platform. They fight for nothing. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. Quix] has expired.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, how much time remains on
this side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Twenty-seven minutes.

Mr. ANTHONY. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from
Ilinois [Mr. Canxox]. [Applause.]

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I shall require
15 minutes. I tried to pass by unanimous consent a resolution
in July, T think, or August, that is now on the calendar, fill-
Ing this place with the man referred to, the Union soldier who
served during the Oivil War. The gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. SBHALLENBERGER] asked for the unanimous consent, and I
think the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, Hervering], who is now'
reported to go upon the board, objected. Well, I am not going
to tear passion to tatters about this matter. There is a branch
soldiers’ home in Danville, which I think is one of the best,
perhaps, of any of them, and I am not speaking disrespectfully
of any of them. T am fairly familiar with the work of the
home. T helped to make appropriations for it, and I saw the
home while it was building.

Now, let me clear up the fog. Benjamin F. Butler was the
first president of the Board of Managers of the Soldiers’ Home,
away back in the seventles. He was discontinued, and Maj.
Gen. Franklin, of the State of Connecticut, suceeeded him, and
remained, not, as the gentleman says, 17T years, but continnously,
as my recollection runs, from the time he became president of
the board of managers to the time of his death. Then, I think,
there was a short period when somebody, whose name now
escapes me, from New Jersey, a Republican, I believe, served.
Then he was succeeded by Gen. McMahon, of New York City,
a gallant soldier on the Union side during the war, and he re-
mained until his death. He was also a Democrat.

He was succeeded by James W. Wadsworth, who as a young
man was in the Union Army and participated in the Battle of
the Wilderness when his father, the elder Wadsworth, who
was at one time governor of the State of New York, was killed.
These men were all good, honest business men, and in all these
years I have never heard the question of partisanship come up
in the House in connection with them until now.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Ohio?

Yes,
I think the gentleman from Illinois has given
very close attention to this matter.

Mr. CANNON. I know about it.

Mr. GORDON. And is it just a coincidence that this board
was almost solidly Republican before the Democrats came in?

Mr. CANNON. Oh, Gen. John C. Black, now dead and gone,
at one time Commissioner of Pensions, appointed by Mr. Cleve-
land, was a member of that board, and many other Democrats
served on that board. Gentleman, let us be fair, What is the
use in trying to cover up anything? The gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr., Kaun], now a member of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, said there never had been a soldier’s name or any
Democratic name mentioned——
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Mr. GORDON. Prior to the time you came into power.
There never is a Democrat when the Republicans are in power
‘unless you can handle him.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the gentleman's party was in power in
the House of Representatives from 1874 to 1880, and the gentle-
man's party was in power from 1893 to 1897, for four years.
Oh, that child does not respond to the gentleman's suggestion.
[Laughter.]

Mr, GREEN of Iowa.
a question?

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I was under the impression that Gen-
Franklin was a Democrat. Am I correct?

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; an absolute Democrat all his life,
before the Civil War and after the Civil War, and there was
no more gallant Union soldier serving under a major general's
commission than he. He had a brother who was an admiral in
the Navy. They were of fighting stock. Gen. Martin McMahon,
an Irishman, as I judge, succeeded a Democrat, and continued
until he died, and the question of Democracy or Republicanism

never came up, until in the last Congress, touching this board.

Now, I understand about how it came up there, I was suc-
ceeded in 1913 by Mr. O'Hair, who was a member of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. I think he voted for the change. I
will not mention names, but suffice it to say a man with one
arm who, I think, had served in the Union Army, but I am
informed did not lose his arm there—and I will not speak about
his character, you know, or of his faults—went on the board
from Kansas, I guess right across from Kansas City, Mo.
Well, there is a home up at Leavenworth, and a home at Mil-
waukee, and a home at Dayton,

Now, I never cared personally who went on the board, pro-
vided they were good men and honest men, and I think sub-
stantially they have been honest men. I think the board now
in service is composed of honest men, with the exception of
one. Mr. Close—they call him Maj. Close—called the Demo-
crats of the board together, and they signed a call for a meet-
ing to be held in New York in March, or possibly in February,
to consider the general business of the board.

Now, James W. Wadsworth had been for many years a
member of that board, and he was president of the Board of
Managers. I think he was as good a one as we ever had. We
all know him. It was just about six weeks before his term
would expire and a new president of the board chosen; but Mr.
Close, with other Democratic members of the board, called a
meeting of the board at New York, and when they got there
the first thing that board did, when partisanship came in, was
to elect Mr. Close president of the Board of Managers. The
president of the board has charge of the post fund. That Is a
fund that is raised, not by a direct appropriation, but by con-
tributions from the men, reinforced by funds of the soldiers
who die and have no relatives. It comes in various ways, and
it is used legitimately for the entertainment of the members
of the home, for the hiring of people, for shows, musie, and
moving pictures, and all that kind of thing. That is the post
fund. Now, the president of the board has charge of the post
fund.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON. Yes. ’

Mr. GORDON. Is the governor required to give bond for th
faithful discharge of his duty?

Mr. CANNON. The president of the board of managers, in
this instance Mr. Close, was required to give bond of $150,000.

Mr. GORDON. Who approved it?

Mr. CANNON. I do pot recollect. But that was the order of
the board.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit an
interruption right there?

Mr, CANNON. Yes.

Mr. ANTHONY. I will state that the board did demand a
bond of Maj. Close when he was elected president in June, 1915.
He failed to give that bond, as I understand, until about three
months after, and in the meantime, before he gave the bond,
this questionable transaction took place,

Mr. GORDON. Who is to blame for it?

Mr. CANNON. I will tell you who is to blame for it, and
the chairman of the Appropriations Committee [Mr. Frrzees-
ALD] or some other member, the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr,
MoxpeLL] or some other member of that committee is here and
can tell you about the inquiry made by that committee. Mr,
Close was required to give a bond. He did not give a bond. He
proceeded to invest $46,000 of the post fund, not in a rainbow
but in the equivalent of it, as the evidence showed—an unde-
veloped alleged granite quarry in Colorado. Strange to say, the

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit

money was paid upon his order before the bond was given.
Strange again to say, the evidence shows that stock equal to the
amount of bonds was issued to him. He denied it on the exam-
ination. Strange to say, a son of Mr. Close was appointed the
agent of the company to promote it. But if you will read that
evidence it stamps Mr. Close as a swindler of the first class,
and I believe is subject to prosecution under the law. Morally,
in the sight of God, he is worse than a thief. [Applause.] Let
us not mince matters,

Mr. GORDON. How did Maj. Close get possession of these
funds without giving bond is what -we should like to know?

Mr, CANNON. Oh, Maj. Wadsworth was relieved, and under
the by-laws Maj. Close was entitled to the possession of the
funds, and he took them by that authority. Well, they were a
very sick set of people when they found out. Let me do justice
to the members of the board. :

Mr. GORDON. Is Wadsworth still on the board?

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; he is still on the board. Let me do
justice to the other members of the board. One is a citizen of
my county, an honest man. Why, Maj. Close tried to sell some
of this same stock to him, and he tried here and there. He was
in that business. Why, the gentleman from New York [Mr. .
Firzcerarp] is here. He can state about it if he will take a
little time. I do not want to take much time. It is not in glee,
it is in sorrow, I tell of the loss of this money.

Mr. GORDON. Do you not think you have furnished a most
excellent reason for putting on this board a man who knows
something and is a man of the highest integrity, who has the
confidence of this House, as we are seeking to do by this
resolution? [Applause.] -

Mr. CANNON. Jimmie Wadsworth is on this board. The
president of the board of managers now, I am informed, is an
honest man, Mr. Wood. I believe his home is at Dayton. He
lives there. He was a Spanish War soldier; he is, I believe, a
man of high character. Oh, this man, Mr. Close, knew enough.
Good God, he knew enough, you know, to get possession of the
money.

Mr. GORDON,

Mr. CANNON,
sponsible for it?

Mr. GORDON.
we appointed.

Mr. CANNON. When did you appoint them? You appointed
them two years ago.

Mr. GORDON. How many did we appoint then?

Mr. CANNON. Well, I do not know. There was Close, and
the man from my county, the one from Maine, and one from——

Mr. GORDON. Most of them were reappointments, too.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GORDON. That is my understanding about it.

Mr. CANNON. Why, the gentleman is so zealous in his par-
tisanship that he rushes in where angels fear to tread, without

A very poor business man,

Oh, a very poor business man! Who is re-

Why, the directors of the home are, the men

knowledge. [Laughter.] I yield to the gentleman from Wis-
consin,

Mr. STAFFORD. I have the names right here. I can give
them.

Mr. CANNON. Certainly.

Mr. STAFFORD. There were Mr. Wood, Mr., Nelson, Mr,
Close, and Mr. Bridgham, as successors of Maj. Warner, of
Missouri; Franklin Murphy, of New Jersey; Mr. Gottschall;
and Mr. Barry.

Mr. GORDON.
gether?

Mr. CANNON. Seven. Now, if the Kansas man goes on,
there will then be two Republicans and five Demoerats.

Mr, TILSON. And there would be four Democrats and three
Republicans if Mr. Anthony’s resolution should go through.

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. Now, if our friend, Mr. HELVER-
iNG (does not go on, the Union soldier from Kansas, a man.of high
character, goes on—— -

Mr. GORDON. How old is he?

Mr. CANNON. God knows. I do mot know.: He was old
enough and young enough to serve for four years during the
Civil War. [Applause.]

Mr. GORDON. I was not reflecting especially on his age;
but does not the gentleman think we have had too many old
men on this board?

Mr. CANNON. Obh, no; we had one old man, a wicked old
man, that you put on two years ago.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. ANTHONY.
minutes more.

How many are there on this board alto-

I yield to the gentleman from Illinois five
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Mr, CANNON. If it is to be a partisan board, I think four
Democrats to three Republicans is fair. You would have four
Democrats and we would have three Republicans.

Mr. GORDON. What is the gentleman’s objection to Mr.
HELVERING? .

Mr. CANNON. I am not making any objection to Mr.
HerverinGg. I could take out any Democratic Member, even
you, and make it solid.

Mr. GORDON. The business would be attended to if I was
there.

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; the gentleman confesses it.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. What does the gentleman know
about Mr. Finlay?

Mr, CANNON. My information is that he is a man of the
highest character. What does the gentleman know about him?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 1 do not know anything.

Mr. CANNON. What does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
Herverineg] know about his character? I am willing to leave
it to him.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. We ought to be better informed
about these men.

Mr. CANNON. You do not show it. Ask Mr. HELVERING
about this man. I will leave it to him,

Now, gentlemen, I want to say in conclusion that, so far as
I know, and I measure my words when I say it, with one of
these branch homes in my town that has been there since 1896
or 1898, one of the best of the lot—so far as I know and believe,
there never has been ship or politics played out in one
of these homes, and certainly that is true as to the home at
Danville, Ill.

Mr. CALDWELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON. Certainly.

Mr. CALDWELL. The other day I heard the gentleman
from Illinois make a speech on the postmaster provision in the
bill we were then considering. I understood the gentleman to
say that he thought that the party in power had the responsi-
bility and ought to have the places.

Mr. CANNON. Ought to have the administrative places, so
as to be in harmony with the ation.

Mr. CALDWELL. Is not this an administrative place?

Mr, CANNON. Oh, not in that sense at all. These are
guardians of the men that are waiting for death, who served
their country, who from age or service are entitled to be cared
for, and it is wonderful how few of them require this care—
2,800,000 in the conflict and less than 30,000 in the homes.

Now, they put out the best governor in the branch home out

-there that I knew of. He was a Union soldier and a good busi-
ness man. He went along about his business, for he did not
have to have the place. There was no grumbling, but there are
some little bits of 6-by-9 people—and I trust that they have
not got any in Cleveland—who said, * Oh, well, now the Repub-
lieans will lose that vote out there,” and so on and so on. I
laughed. I did not visit the home from the time the new gov-
ernor was appointed or had communication with it except to
answer letters that were written now and then, and I did not
answer them as much I ought to. I never went inside that
home until the Friday night before the last election, when I went,
as my habit had been, to address the members. The governor, a
Democrat, a man of good character, let me tell you, who suc-
ceeded Mr, Barker, presided under the regulations. I told
them that I thought a good deal of this home, although I had
received complaints. I had answered them where I thought
they ought to be answered, but I had been careful to stay away,
not because I did not like them but because I did want things
to go harmoniously ; but I kept away for the reason that some-
body might say, as there was a Democratic governor of the
home and Democratic officials in the main, that I was there
to make mischief. The truth is a large majority of the vote
of members of the home are Republicans, and I got the usual
Republican vote.

Mr. GORDON: Is not that proof that the home is honestly
and fairly managed?

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection touching the home at
Danville. I do think, in fairness, considering the way homes
have been administered from the commencement, that it is fair
that the Union soldiers should have a representation, the Span-
ish War soldiers having the president of the board of managers.
They have something more of sympathy with their comrades
with whom they fought. Oh, yes; pathy. I do not know
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gorpox] understands what
it means. [Laughter.]

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN].

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution proposes to appoint
Representative Guy T. Hervering, of Kansas, as a member of

the board of managers. Mr. HeELvering is also a Member elect
of the next House. The Constitution of the United States pro-
vides In reference to the qualifications of Members of Congress:

And no person holding office under the United 8
Member of either House dmg his conti.nuan%e 11111 oﬂlce.mm Mha o\

The Manual states in reference to this provision of the Con-
stitution :

The Judlciary Committee has concluded that members of commis-
slons created by law to investigate and re?o but have no legisiative,
executive, or judiclal powers, ete., are not officers within the meaning
of the Constltution.

This office, however, has executive powers. The Manual
states:

‘Where a Member has accepted an incompatible office, the House h
assumed or declared the mg vacant. he cases :;:' Bq.keer :‘.I:Tf 's'g‘.lil‘
the Elections Committee concluded that the acceptance of a comnis-
gltoz ;?e r%?:e gﬂcuﬁ cl:g wlntateea;m iirllml_;he m?tlgna‘:t‘ Ar;ny vacated the seat

, AN another ca t
forfeited his right to a seat. s B it g s S

It further states:
But when he retains the incompatible office and does not qualify, a
vacancy has been held to exist. resolution excluding a Member who
has accepted an incompatible office may be agreed to by a majority vote.
Mr. Speaker, the next House of Representatives has 215 Mem-
bers elected as Republicans, 2156 Members elected as Democrats,
3 Members elect with Republican affiliations in the ‘past, and 1/
Member elect with Democratic affiliations in the past, and I
might say a Socialist Member elect also with Democratic affilia-
tions. The organization of the next House will be extremely
cloge. I hope and trust that it may be organized without special
conflict, but it is inevitable that If Mr. HeLveErineg accepts an
office which, under the Constitution disqualifies him for member-
ship in the House, that question will be raised against him
when the next House meets. I hope that that condition will
not be allowed to come about., I yield back the remainder of
my time. ~
The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields back one minute. If
nobody desires to speak, the Chair will put the question.
Mr, SHALLENBERGER. Mr, Speaker, I call for a vote.
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, have I any time remaining?
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remaining.
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyggr].
Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, the acts of Congress creating th
National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers have uni-
formly made it plain that it was the desire of Congress tha
preference in employment in the homes be given to the veteran
who had seen service, In the selection of the board of man-
agers from time to time this has been further emphasized.
This has not been fully carried out by the present boari.
Mr. GORDON. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?
Mr. DYER. I can not yield. I have only three minutes.
Mr. GORDON. Does not the gentleman know that this man
is a Spanish War veteran?
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield.
Mr. DYER. Not only does the law provide what I said, but
the board of managers on November 10, 1914, adopted this
resolution :
That in ma appointments of officers at any branch of the home
reference shall ven, first, to veterans of the Civil War; second,

the veterans of other wars of the United States, and civilians will
not be nted if a proper candidate with record of military service
can be obtained.

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the continuing in office, as
provided in this resolution, of members of the Board of Man-
agers who have not enforced the law and the wishes of Congress
in the past. If we adopt the recommendation of the Commiitee
on Military Affairs we will be retaining some of these gentle-
men in service for another term of office. I do not believe it
proper or right that men should accept public service, and espe-
cially where It has to do with the heroic veterans of our country,
unless they are able, willing, and anxious to do their sworn and
prescribed duty. My examination of the records of the homes
show that over a half of the officers now employed in the vari-
ous branches never saw any service whatever in the Army, the
Navy, or the Marine Corps. They are purely eivilian appoint-
ments, in most cases largely political.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. My, Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. DYER. Yes; but I have only a minute. ‘

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina. If it be true, as the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Manx] has argued, that the acceptauce
by the gentleman from Kansas that this appointment would
probably disqualify him from serving in the next House, would
it not be wise for the gentleman and all others upon his sidu to
elect him to this board, so that the gentleman’s side will be
sure of the organization of the next House?
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Mr. DYER. Oh, well, T hope the gentleman will not take up
my time in asking so irrelevant a question. I have not criticized
Ir. HELVERING'S selection for one of the members of the Board
f Managers. I have no objection to him whatever. It is my
judgment that the men who serve their country, as Mr. HELVER-
l'hG did during the Spanish War, should have the management
l:zmd control of these homes in the interest of the veterans of
our country. It is also necessary to properly discharge their
Edlltfﬁ that the members of the Board of Managers should visit
ithe homes from time to time and take an active interest in them.
Some of the present members of the Board of Managers are men
'who are unable to do this because of their advanced years.
{They have not the physieal ability. Younger men, such as Mr.
Hervering, should be selected. The only possible objection to
[Mr. HELVERING is the fact that he is a Member of Congress, and
whether or not he would have to negleet his duties as a member
of the Board of Managers of the Homes by reason of that is a
terial and important eonsideration for the House. I am sure
that Mr. Hervering would do everything possible for the best
‘interest of the homes.

Mr. Speaker, the volunteer soldiers’ homes should be con-
ducted for their best interests. Positions connected with the

omes, inecluding the officers and other employees, should be

ven in every instance possible to men who have seen active
#rvice. This is the desire of Congress; and this is the desire
of the country. Unless the Board of Managers bring about
right changes in this respeet in the near future it is my opinion

at Congress will rightfully complain, and if nothing else can
Iggudoue the management of the homes will be taken out of the
;poard as at present and placed elsewhere. I sincerely hope that
radical and important changes in respect to the selection of
ithe officers and employees of the homes will be made soon. I
want to see the homes taken out of politics and put under some

nner of management that will cause them to be run solely in

ge interest of the soldiers and not of the politicians. [Ap-
plause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the genfleman has expired.

Ar. ANTHONY. Mr, Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?
~ Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a motion
to amend the resolution by substituting this resolution in its
iplace. Substitute the name of George W. Findlay for Guy T.
Herverineg, and I will ask the gentleman from Nebraska the
initials of Mr. West.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Has the gentleman got the floor,
Mr. Speaker, for amendment?

Mr. ANTHONY. And substitute the name of John W. West
in place of Thomas 8. Brigham.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the gentleman has not got the floor.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has got the floor. The Clerk
will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Substitute for “ Guy T. HELVERING ¥ the name of * George W. Find-
lay,” and in line 10 strike out *“Thomas S, Brigham " and substitute
# John W. West."

Mr. ANTHONY. That is to make it in conformity with the
others

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in-
quiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

- Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Has debate upon this resolution
nished?

The SPEAKER. Here is the way it was originally: If any
gentleman got the floor, he had the right to an hour, but the
gentleman from Nebraska asked that general debate be confined

* to 40 minutes to a side.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. How did the gentleman from Kan-
sas get the floor?

The SPEAKER. Why, the gentleman offered an amendment.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Kansas had the floor. He
had 40 minutes of time.

Mr. GORDON. His time expired.

Mr. MANN. He got the floor and offered an amendment at the
end of his time.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. FIELDS. Has the time of the gentleman from Nebraska
expired ?

The SPEAKER. . The gzentleman may wuse his time if he
chooses to do so.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I have several gentlemen who wish
to speak. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 25 minutes; the time on
the other side is exhausted.

Mr. FIELDS. That is what I had in mind a while ago when
I made the point of order that the gentleman from Kansas did
not have the floor, as his time was exhausted and the time of the
gentleman from Nebraska was not exhausted.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska had asked
twice for a vote, and the Chair was justified in drawing the
conclusion that he did not want to use any more of his time,
although if he wants to debate it the Chair will recognize the
gentleman from Nebraska; but the gentleman from Kansas is
entirely within his rights ‘to offer an amendment at the right
time.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I understand, then, those gentle-
men wishing to be heard—

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize anybody to whom
the gentleman from Nebraska yields.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 1 yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps].

Mr, WINGO. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WINGO, Is it in order to offer amendments during gen-
eral debate if a gentleman got the floor?

The SPEAKER. Yes. The Chair was justified in his conclu-
sion that the gentleman from Nebraska did not want to use his
time, and the other side has used up its time, and, putting those
two facts together, the time has eome when the gentleman could
offer an amendment if he wanted to do so.

Mr, WINGO. Mr. Speaker, my parliamentary inquiry is not
a discussion of the proprieties of what had occurred, but whether
or not, under the rules, anyone who can eatch the attention
of the Speaker can offer an amendment during general debate.

The SPEAKER. Yes. It isa bill on the House Calendar.

Mr. WINGO. That is the information I wanted to get. I was
not sure of that.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps]
is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I was one of the members of the
committee who was not present last summer when the original
resolution referred to by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
AxTHONY] was agreed to and reported out, and I am frank to
say that I have been unable to find any Members who were
present except, apparently, the chairman of the eommittee and
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AxTHONY]. At least, I have
not heard any other gentleman say that he was present.

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr, FIELDS. Yes.

Mr. ANTHONY. Is not the name of Mr. Hay, as the author
of the resolutlon reported out last summer, a sutﬁelent guaranty
to the gentleman that it was regularly

Mr. F‘IELDS. Yes. 1 want to say to the gentlem:m that I
have the highest respect for the former chairman of the com-
mittee, but I always reserved the right to differ with his
judgment when I saw fit to do so. I was one of the members
of the committee who doubted the wisdom of appointing a
Member of this House as a member of the board ; and I defeated
the submission of the report of the eommittee at one time be-
cause of that objection. But upon investigation I found that
on five different oeccasions Members of the House had served
upon this board, and I therefore could not further urge my objec-
tion. I had no objection to Mr. Herverineg. Every Member in
this House on either side recognizes his ability and his integ-
rity. When I learned, as I say, that five other Members of the
House at different times had been members of the board I with-
drew my objection. I was anxious to have Col. George Black,
of Kansas, a veteran soldier, substituted for Mr. Findlay. Now,
if there be any politics in it, it seems that my friend Mr. Ax-
rTaHoxnY, of Kansas, a gentleman whom we all admire, succeeded
in getting Mr. Findlay, a man of his own party, designated as
the man to succeed a Democrat. If it is going to be a political
play on one side, we might as well be frank and say we will play
politics on the other side. I am frank to say I think politics
should not enter into it.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FIELDS. Yes.

Mr. CANNON. Why do you not take all the places?

Mr. GORDON. Like you did.

Mr. FIELDS. I am frank to say I do not favor that. I
had hoped, Mr. Speaker, that the name of Col. Black might be
substituted for the name of Congressman Herverisze; and I
had hoped that even when this proposition was brought up on
the floor of the House the committee might decide upon that
course. And, Mr. Speaker, in view of the complication, or
threatened complieation, suggested a few minutes ago, in view
of the fact that Gen. Black is a Federal soldier, I, within my
individual right as a member of the committee, move now, or
shall move at the proper time, an amendment to the amend-
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ment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AxtHONY] to sub-
stitute the name of Col. George Black in lleu of the name of
Mr. Findlay. And I would like to ask the gentleman from
Kansas if he will agree to a proposition of that kind?

Mr. ANTHONY. Does not the gentleman think that it would
be a better plan to refer the matter back to the committee?
Now, the reason I say that is because I asked Mr. TAGGART
the other day what he knew about Col. Black, who is one of
his constituents, and he told me that he did not know him, and
I thought, in view of the fact that the gentleman’s Congress-
man did not know him, the committee ought to be fully advised
as to his qualifications.

Mr. FIELDS. I have read the recommendations of Col.
Black, and I hope the gentleman will accept him.

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say to the gentleman if there is any
gentleman on that side of the House can assure me personally
of the qualifications of Col. Black from his own knowledge, I
will accept his statement and accept Col. Black. But at the
same time I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
Hervering] that personally I would prefer him as a member.

Mr. HELVERING. Mr. Speaker, I want to say, inasmuch as
my name has been brought into this, that I have insisted from
the first on the appointment of Col. Black. I ean voueh for
him as a man of the highest character, a man who fought in
the "Civil War, and the man whom I wanted to see on this
board.

Mr, FIELDS. Mr, Speaker, I move to amend the amendment
of the gentleman from Kansas by substituting the name of
George W. Black for the name of Mr. Findlay.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr., AnTHoNY] and the amend-
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ken-
«tucky [Mr. Fierps].

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Does the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. AxTHONY] accept the amendment?

Mr, ANTHONY. I hardly think it is the proper procedure
to accept it. I would like to have the names suggested regu-
larly to the committee whose duty it is to pass upon it.

Mr, FIELDS. These gentlemen have all been discussed by
the committee. There is no question about the integrity of
each one of the three gentlemen named, in my opinion.

Mr. ALMON. Did not the gentleman from Kansas say a few
moments ago that if any Member here would vouch for Mr,
Black he would accept him?

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Rhode Island rise?

Mr., O'SHAUNESSY. T ask to proceed for one minute,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHAL-
LENBERGER] has control of the time,

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I yield one minute to the gentle-
man.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr. AxTHONY], if I correctly heard him, to
say that he would be perfectly satisfied if any Member on the
floor would assure him as to the standing and integrity of Col.
Black, and that he would in that event accept the amendment
proposed.

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say in response to the statement of the
gentleman that T may have said something like that, but it
occurs to me that that is hardly the way to pass upon the
qualifications of a member for this board.

Alr. O’'SHAUNESSY. It was the regular way, in the gentle-
man’s opinion, only a moment ago.

Mr. ANTHONY. Tt ought to be suggested in the regular way.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to
me for a minute?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a vote on
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierns].

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, FieLps : 8trike out the name of * George
,‘;;;,cl';lﬂ'““ " and Insert in lien thereof the name of * Col. George W.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps].

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman permit a
suggestion?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. I think there should be a further amend-
ment. I believe Col. Black is from Missouri, whereas the report
states * Kansas.”

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. No; he is from Kansas.

Mr. MANN. T would suggest this to the gentleman: That in
no place in any of these resolutions have we put in the title!
except in this case, “ Colonel.”

Mr, FIELDS. 1 withdraw that part of it, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ne-
braska yield me just one minute? y

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes.

Mr. TILSON. 1t seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we on this.
side of the House, if we should accept Col. Black, are going.
to put ourselves in this attitude: That while we appear to ob-
ject to Mr. HELVERING, we do not object to Col. Black. That isg
not the case at all. We are equally opposed to the appointment;
of Col. Black. No one has presented any objection whatever to'
Mr. HELVERING as to his being a competent man for this board.
In my opinion there is valid reason against appointing a man|
who is to continue as a Member of Congress. The objection on
the part of the committee was largely, however, on the ground
that, having acted in good faith in nominating Mr. Findlay
as a member of the board, we now have no good reason outside
of a partisan one for striking out the name of Mr. Findlay!
and inserting Mr. HELVERING. It is no reflection on AMr. HELVER-|
186. Nobody on the committee and nobody on this side, so far,
as T know, is opposed to the action of the majority of the com-'
mittee on personal grounds. It is admitted by gentlemen on
the other side that the change was made for partisan reasons
alone. We feel that action on such grounds is unwise, unfair'
to Mr. Findlay, and unfortunate for the Soldiers’ Homes.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps].

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 61.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
One hundred and thirty-nine gentlemen are present—not a
quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at
Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will ecall the roll.
It is an automatic roll call. Those in favor of the amendment
will, when their names are called, answer “yea”; those op-'
posed will answer “ nay.”

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 92,
answered “ present " 5, not voting 212, as follows:

YEAB—125.
Abercrombie Dill Kincheloe Russell, Mo,
Adair Dixon Kitchin Sears
Adamson Doolittle Konop Bhallenberger
Alken Doremus Lee Sherwood
Almon Doughton Lesher Bisson
Ayrea Ragan Tith Steagal

yres gan 4 epage teagall

Bailey Engle Liloyd Stedman
Bell Fields McClintie Bteele, lowa
Black Gallagher MeGillicuddy Steele, 'a.
Blackmon Gallivan MecLemore Stephens, Miss,
Bruckner Gandy Mays Stephens, Tex.
Buchanan, Tex. Gard Moss . Btone
Burke Godwin, N. C. Murray Sumners
Byrnes, 8. C, Gordon Neely Tague
Byrns, Tenn, Gray, Ala. Nicholls, 8, C. Taylor, Ark.
Caldwell Griffin Oldfield Taylor, Colo.
.Candler, Miss. Harrison, Va. Oliver Thomas
Caraway Hastings Olney Thompson
Carlin Hayden O’Shaunessy Tillnfin
Carter, Okla, Helm Page, N. C. Venable
Church Helvering Park Vinson
Coady Hensley Phelan Walker
Collier Hilliard Quin Watkins
Connelly Holland Ragsdale ‘Whale
Cox Hood E{;r Wilson, Fla
Crisp Huddleston Randall Wilson, La.
Crosser Hughes Rauch Wingo
Dale, N. Y, Hull, Tenn. Riordan Wise
Decker Humphreys, Miss. Rouse
Dent Jacoway Rubey
Dickinson Keating Rucker, Ga.

NAYS—92,
Anthony Gardner Kennedy, R. I. Miller, Minn,
Cannon Gould Kiess, Pa. Moore, I’a.
Cary Green, Iowa ting Moores, Ind.
Cooper, Wis. Greene, Vt. Kinkaid Morgan, Okla.
Cramton Hadley Krelder Morin
Curry Hamilton, Mich. Lafean North
Dale, Vt. Haugen La Follette Norton
Dallinger Hawley Langley Oakey
Darrow Hayes Lehlbach Parker, N. J.
Denison Heaton Lindbergh Platt
Dillon Hollin orth McArthor Powers
Dowell Hull, Towa MeCracken Ricketts
Dyer Hutchinson MeLaughlin Roberts, Nev,
El‘isworth James Magee Rogers
Esch Johnson, 8. Dak. Mann Blemp
Fess Kearns Mapes Sloan
Fordney Keister Meeker Smith, Idaho
Foss Kennedy, Iowa AMiller, Del. Smith, Mich.
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Bmith Mion.
Stafford
BterJing
Sulloway
Butherland

Browning
Crago

Alexander
Allen
Amnderson
Aswell
Austin
Bacharach
Barchfeld
Barkley
Barnhart
Beakes
Beales
Benedlict
Bennet
Booher
Borland
Bowers

Browne
Brumbaugh
Buchanan, I1I,
Burgess
Burnett
Bautler

Calla wa{
Campbel
Cantrill

Chamller N.Y.

Charles
Chipertield
Clark, ¥la.
Cline

Coleman
Conry

Cooper, Ohio
Cooper, W. Va.
Copley

Davenport
Davis, Minn.
Davls, Tex,
Dempsey
Dewalt

Dies

Dooling
Driscoll
Drukker

So the amendment of Mr. F1ELDs was agreed

Swift Treadway
Bwitzer Walsh
Temple Wason
Tilson Watson, Pa.
Timberlake Wheeler

ANSWERED *“ PRESENT "—&.
Emerson London

NOT VOTING—212.

Dunn I{usted
Edmonds
Edwards Johnm‘u ‘Kvy
Elston Johnson, Wash,
Estopinal Jones
Evans Kahn
Fairchild Kelley
Farley Kent

T Kettner
Ferris Key, Ohio
Fitzgerald Lazaro
Fl Lenroot
Flynn Lever
Focht Lewls
Foster Liebel
Frear Linthicum
Freeman Lobeck
Fuller Loft
Garland lﬂngworth
Garner Lou
Garrett MecAndrews
Gillett McCulloch
Glass McDermott
Glynn McFadden
Good MeKellar
Goodwin, Ark. McKenzie
Graham McKinley
Gray; Ind. Madden .
Gray N.J. Maher
Greene, Mass. Martin
Gregg Matthews
Griest Miller, Pa.
Guernsey Mondell
Hamill Montague
Hamilton, N. Y. Moon
Hamlin Mooney
Hardy AMorgan, La.
Harrison, Miss. Morrison
Hart Mott
Haskell Mudd
Heflin Nelson
Helgesen Nichols, Mich.
Hersand Oglesb

ernandes ¥

cks Overmyer
Hill Padgett
Hinds Paige, Mass.
Hopwood Parker, N. Y.
Houston Patten
Howard Peters
Howell Porter
Hulbert

Pou
Humphrey, Wash. Prstt

Williams, T. 8.
Williams, Ohio
Wood, Ind.
Woods, Iowa
Woodyard

The Speaker

Price

Rowland
Rucker, Mo.
Russell, Ohio
Sabath ;
Sanford
Saunders
Schall
Scott, Mich.
Beott, Pa.
Scully

Eells
Shackleford
Sherley
Shouse
Biegel

Sims
Sinnott
Blayden
Smith, N. Y.
Smith, Tex,
Snell
Snyder
Sparkman
Steenerson
Stephens, Nebr.
Stiness
Stout

Bweet
Taggart
Talbott
Tavenner
Tinkham
Towner
Van Dyke
Vare
Volstead
‘Ward
Watson, Va.

‘Webb
Williams, W. E.
Wilson, I11.
Winslow
Young, N. Dak.
Young, Tex.

to.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

On the vote:
Mr. Crark of Florida (for amendment) with Mr,

(agninst).

STINESS

Mr. McKeLrar (for amendment) with Mr. Craco (against).
Mr. SaousE (for amendment) with Mr. SaNrForp (against).
Until further notice:

Mur.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.

AswerLL with Mr. KAHN.
TareortT with Mr. BROWNING,
Moox with Mr. SWEET.

ArLEx with Mr, CoPLEY.
BARRLEY with Mr. ANDERSON,
BarxHART With Mr, AUSTIN,
BooHER with Mr. BACHARACH.
Burceess with Mr. BowEes.
CAseY with Mr. Carrter of Massachusetts.
Currop with Mr. CoLEMAN.
Davexport with Mr. Coorer of Ohio.
Davis of Texas with Mr. Coorer of West Virginia.
Dies with Mr, DANFORTH.

FaArrLey with Mr. DUNK.

Epwarps with Mr. Hrrr.

FERmis with Mr, ELsTON.
Frrzeerarp with Mr. FocuT,
FrLyxx with Mr, FREAR.

FosTER with Mr. FREEMAN,
GaArnEr with Mr. FuLLEr.

Gray of Indiana with Mr, GILLETT.
Haxuis with Mr. Goon.

Hagpy with Mr, GreENe of Massachusetts,
Harr with Mr. GriesT.

Herox with Mr. Haumrrrox of New York.
Grass with Mr, HASKELL,

Hovustox with Mr, HERNANDEZ,

Howarp with Mr. Hicks.

TgoE with Mr. HOwELL.

Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr,
Mr,
Mr.
M.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr

REAVIS.

SNYDER.

Kerrser with Mr, Huaparey of Washington,
Key of Ohio w lth Mr. RAMSEYER.
Lazaro with Mr.,
Lever with Mr. LExrooT.
Lewis with Mr. LONGWORTH.
Loeeck with Mr. McKENzZIE: __
MoxTAcUuE with Mr., McKiNLEY.
Monreax of Louisiana with Mr. MapbEN,
Morrrson with Mr, NicHors of Michigan,
OvERMYER with Mr. PargEr of New York.
PangeETT with Mr. PETERS.
Ramxey with Mr. PorTER.
RAYBURN with Mr. PraTr.
RemLy with Mr,
SHERLEY with Mr. RODENBERG.

Sims with Mr. Rowraxp.

SLaypEN with Mr. Russern of Ohio.
Sayrra of New York with Mr. SieceL,
Sarrre of Texas with Mr. SiNNorT.
SPARKMAN with My, SNELL,
TAVENKER with Mr.
Warsox of Virginia with Mr. STEENERSON.
War, Exza Winniams with Mr, TINKHAM.
Borraxp with Mr. Tow=NER,
ALExANDER with Mr. VorsTeAD.
LixTHIcUM with Mr., Wanp.
Carraway with Mr. Wirsox of Illinois.
Savxpers with Mr. Yousg of North Dakota.
Grass with Mr., BrRowse.
Crine with Mr. CAPSTICK.
Froop with Mr, GARLAND,
Lorr with Mr. HASKELL.

Joansox of Washington,

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER.

unlock the doors.
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous
question on the resolution and the amendments thereto to the

final passage.

A quornm has voted. The Doorkeeper will

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves the previous gquestion
on the resolution and amendments to the final passage.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. MANN.

I ask for a division.

The question was taken; and there were 97 ayes 'md 79 noes.

Mr. MANN.

I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 77,
answered “ present " 3, not voting 231, as follows:

Abercrombie
Adair
Adamson
Alken
Almon

Ayres
Balley

Bell

Black
Blackmon
Bruckner
Buchanan, Tex.
Burke
Burnett
Byrues, 8. C.
Byrns, Tenn.
Caldwell
Candler, Miss,
Carlin
Carter, Okla.
Cline

Coady
Collier
Connelly
Crisp
Crosser
Cwilop

Dale, N. ¥,

Anthony
Eunnﬂn
ary

Curry
Jale, Vt.
Dallinger
Darrow
Denlson
Dillon
Dowell

%,hwarth

Emerson
Esch
Fess

YEAS—123,

Dixon Kincheloe
Doolittle - Kitchin
Doremus Konop
Ioughton Lee
Dupré Lesher
Eagan ver
Eagle Lieb
Fields Littlepage
Gallagher Lioyi
Gallivan MeClintie
Gandy MeGillicuddy
Gard MeLemore
Goodwin, Ark Mays
Gordon Murray
Gray, Ala. Neely
Gray, Ind. Nicholls, 8.C,
Gri Oldfield
Harrisen, Va. Oliver
Hastings Olney
Hayden O’Shaunessy

elm Park
Helvering Phelan
Hilllard uin
Holland agsdale
Hood Raker
Huddleston Randall
Hughes Rauch
Hull, Tenn. Riordan
Humphreys, Miss, Rouse

Jacoway
Kenting

nbey
Rucker, Ga.

NAYS—TT.

Fordney
Ghvn

ynn
Greene, Vi,
Hadley
Hamilton, Mich.
Haskell
Hawley
Hayes
Heaton
Hutchinson

James

Johnson, 8. Dak.
Kearns

Keister

EKennedy, Iowa
Kennedy, R. 1.
King
Kinkaid
Kreider
Lafean
La Follette
Langley
Lehlbach
Lindbergh
MeCracken
MeLaughlin
nn

Mapes
Miller, Dwel.

Russell, Mo.
Sears
Shallenberger
Sherwood
Shouse
Sisson

Small
Steagall
Steele, Towa
Steele, Pa.
Stephens, Miss,
Stone
Sumners

Tague
Taylor, Ark.
Taylor, Colo,
Thomas
Thompson
Tillman,
Venable
Vinson
Walker
Watkins
Whaley
WhHams, W. B.
Wilson, Fla.
Wilson, La.
Wingo

Wise
The Speaker

Moore, I'a.
Moores, Ind.
Morgan, Okla,
Aorin

North

Norton
Oakey
Parker, N, J,
Platt

Powers
Rivketts
Roberts, Nev.
Rogers
Russell, Ohio
Sloan
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Smgh,gﬂm gwgt '%’alsh gogg. Ing. YEAS—103.
taffor witzer ‘ason oodyar
Sterling Temple Watson, Pa. 4 fkguj:-: ah &t? N. Y. %‘co‘my Rubey
Sulloway Timberlake Wheeler ey Dioan < * -menﬂn Buekeli. Ga.
Sutherland Treadway Williams, Ohio it Dof;;liton ncheloe E;‘:::‘ , Mo.
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3. J:sh::ook Il%sﬂpl'ﬁ ee gga[;enherger
Ashbrook Browning Cramten Barnhart Fields sher erley
3 ! Lever Shouse
NOT VOTING—231. ell gher Lieb Steagall
Alexander Edwards Johnson, Wash. Rainey lack Gallivan London Steele, Iowa
Allen Elston Jones Ram lackmon Gandy MeGilllienddy Stone
Anderson Estopinal Kahn Rayburn ruckner er Mays Sumners
Aswell Evans Kelley u , Tex. win, N, C. Murray Tague
Austin Fairchild Kent tellly Burke Goodwln, Ark. Neely Taylor, Ark,
Bacharach Farley Kettner toberts, Mass, Burnett rdon Nicholls, 8. C. Thomas
DBarchfeld Farr Key, Ohio todenberg Byrnes, 8, C. Gray, Ala. Olney Thompson
Barkley Ferris Kiess, Pa. we Candler, Miss, Gray, O’'Shaunessy Tillman
Barnhart Pitzgerald Lazaro Rowland Caraway Gri Page, N. C. Van Dyke
Beakes Flood Lenroot Rucker, Mo. Carlin - Harrlson, Va. Park Venable
Beales "lynn Lewis Sabath Carter, Okla. tings Phelan Walker
Benediet Focht Liebel Sanford Cline Hayden uin Watkins
Bennet Foster Linthicum Baunders Coady Helvering ker Williams, W. B,
Booher Frear beck Schall Collier Hensley Randall Wilson, Fla.
Borland Freeman Loft Scott, Mich, Connelly Hilllard Rauch- Wingo
Bowers Fuller London cott, Pa. Crisp ood Rayburn Wise
Britt Gardner Longworth Seunlly Crosser Hull, Tenn. Riordan Young, Tex.
Britten Garland Lou Sells Cullop Humphreys, Miss. Rouse
Browne Garner McAndrews Shackleford §
Brumbaugh Garrett McArthur Sherley NAYS—T9.
Buchanan, Il Gillett MecCulloch Siegel Anthony Hayes McLaughlin Smith, Minn,
Burgess Glass McDermott Sims Cannon Heaton AMann Stafford
Butler Godwin, N. C. McHadden Sinnott Cary Hernandez Mapes Sterling
L:nllnwa{ Good McEellar Blayden Curry Hutchinson Miller, Del. Sulloway
Campbel Gould McKenzie Blem Dale, Vi James Miller, Pa. Sutherland
Cantrill Graham McKinley Smith, Idaho Dallinger Johnson, 8, Dak. Moore, Pa, St
Capstick Gray, N, J. Madden Smith, Mich. Darrow Kearns Moores, Ind. Swift
Caraway Green, Towa Ma, Smith, N. ¥, Denison Keister Morgan, Okla Switzer
Carew Greene, Mass, aher Smith, Tex. Dillon Kennedy, Iowa  Morin Temple
Carter, Mass. Gregg Martin Snell Dowell Kennedy, R.I.  North Timberlake
Casey Griest Matthews Snyder Isworth Kiess, Pa. Norton Walsh
Chandler, N. Y, Guernsey Meeker Sparkman erson Kin Oakey Wason
Charles Hamill Miller, Minn. Stedman ch Kinkaid Parker, N. J. Watson, Pa.
Chiperfield Hamilton,N. Y.  Miller, Pa. Steenerson Kreider Platt Wheeler
Church Hamlin Mondell Stephens, Nebr, Greene, Mass, Lafean Powers Williams, T. 8.
Clark, Fla. Hard Montague Stephens, Tex. Greene, Vt, La Follette Ricketts Williams, Ohio
Coleman Harrison, Miss. Moon Stiness Hadley Langley Roberts, Nev, ood, Ind.
Conry Hart Mooney Stout Haskell Lehibach Rogers Woods, Iowa
Cooper, Ohio Haugen Morgan, La, Sweet Hau, Lindbergh Sloan
Cooper; W. Va.  Heflin ‘Morrison Taggart Hawley MeCracken Smith. Mich,
Cooper, Wis. Helgesen 088 Talbott g t
::op e s ]lllen ﬁo&tﬂ E‘ﬁvenner ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2,
t Hen u son
Cox = Hecaaiios Nelson Tinkham Prowning £ L
ll.',‘ragro > {Hﬁks Etc;‘l:ols, Mich. %owzﬁark NOT VOTING—249,
Danfort olan an lyke =
Davenport Hinds Oglesby Vare AROOIIAS & Ghaolny. i oAy Ul 8
Davis, Minn, Hollingsworth  Overmyer Volstead ‘Allen Daromiis otintan Nichols, Mich
Davis, Tex. Hopwood . Padgett rard Anderson Driscoll Howard Nolan 3
Decker Houston P.Rfe, N.C. Watson, Va, Aswell Drukker Howell Oglesby
Dempsey Howard Palge, Mass, b Austin Dunn Huddleston Oldfield
Dewalt Howell Parker, N. Y. Williams, T. 8, Bacharach Dyer Hughes Oliver
Dies Hulbert Patten Wilson, 111 Baile Bagle Hulbest STy
Tiooling Hull, Iowa Peters Winslow Barchfeld Edmonds Hull, Towa Padgett
Driscoll Humphrey, Wash. Porter Woods, Iowa Barkley Edwards ~'um’phrey Wash Mass
Drukker Husted Pou Young, N. Dak. | porkiel v EMBAET) s Mam.
Dunn Izoe = gntt Young, Tex, Beales Estopinal Igoe Patten
Edmonds Johnson, Ky. lce Benedict Evans Johnson, %; Peters
Mr. BARKLEY (for) with Mr. CrameroN (against). engct Fairchild iohnwn' ash. Porter
Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. Speaker, can I vote? i3 Lol S Sones fos.
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening | Bowers Ferris Kelley Price
when his name was called? Britt Yess Kent Ragsdale
Britten Fitzgerald Ketiner Rainey
Mr. CARAWAY. I was not. ey Mlood Key, Ohio Ramseyer
The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself | Brumbaugh 7lynn Konop Reavis
within the rule. > Buchanan, Il Focht Lazaro Reilly -
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired, and I | Burgess oy s e o s
wish to withdraw my vote of “ no " and answer “ plrese:;}:l." E.y;-lixs, ﬁmn. %‘rear r[:ii;l:il‘ nwaﬁ1 :
aldwe Teeman ] cum owlan
beMar::.lnﬁjl:lAncNel:iL. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask that the vote ol ek e s owand
) Campbe Gard Lloyd Russell, Ohlo
The SPEAKER. We have not get got gugruorum. Eantﬁmk Ear{meé- .olt:;ack %;b?thd
Mr. MANN. That does not make any erence,. sapstic jarlan Lo Sanfor
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. e IR AR gwart) i it
The Clerk called the name of Mr. Crarx of Missouri, and he | Casey Glass McAndrews Scott, Mich.
answered “ Present,” as above recorded. Chandler, N. Y. Gl{:.tin Mcélliﬂllill’ ﬁco{:[t, Pa.
The SPEAKER. There are 202 Members present, and it E,E‘l‘;;?ﬁeld oo, it Beuly
takes 218 to make a quorum. g:mr;:hm gmnng; T ﬁti)m;nlwtt giﬂacktggrd
TN N ~lark, . ray, N.J. cFadden erw
HMP' SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the Coleman (1re$n, lowa McKellar Rlegel
ouse. Conry Gregg McKenzie Sims
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the | Cooper, Ohio Griest AMcKinley Sinnott
noes seemed to have it. Cooper, gi Va, Guerin]?ey nrﬁﬁmore ilssc&u
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. | Gooper Wi JAIR - vien, Magee e o
The House divided ; and there were—ayes 68, noes 70, Eoste lo {-{nmi}ton. 5 ﬂu teir ggla!lh S
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers. 0X amlin artin +1dano
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and | r&0 B . ey e e
nays. &vfmﬁﬁn Enélt.n Eill%r,nlnnn. gne}jl
The yeas and nays were ordered. vis, . € onde: nyder
The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering a call of the [ Davis Tex He soeen DR o b gty
House. The Doorkeeper will lock the doors, the Sergeant at | Dempsey Henry Mooney Steele, Pa.
Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll, | Dewalt Bk MOTERN L Brssaerser
The Clerk called the roll; and there were—yeas 103, nays 79, | pjeg inds Moss gtef,hens‘, Nebr.
answered “ present ™ 2, not voting 249, as follows: Dill Holland Mott Stephens. Tex.
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Eﬂ:nuetss iﬂ‘m o &cﬁg:’mdv %imﬁ"{,m,;“ ob%?iaipgﬁ%% The rule says nothing of the sort, unless
Talvott Treadway wan e Mr. GARNER. Objection to what?

g:;?::%o!o. V?::.:o 3! g&:‘lﬁr it Drg.‘sl;?lt.SPEAKER. To the point that there is no quorum

So a call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

During the calling of the roll the following occurred :

Mr. Barkrey (for) with Mr. CramToN (against).

Mr. MANN, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. I think the Speaker ordered the doors closed.

The SPEAKER. The Speaker made a mistake in that.

Mr. MANN. This is not an automatic call. It does not re-
quire a quorum.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it,

Mr. KITCHIN, It was developed a while ago on the count
that there was no quorum present. Does not that automatically
require a call of the House?

Mr. MANN. No; it does not.

Mr, NORTON. Mr. Speaker, a point of order,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. NORTON. A roll eall can not be interrupted.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asked & ques-
tion, if the roll eall is out of order. The rule is——

Mr. MANN., I did not make the point of order that the roll
call is out of order. I made the point that it is not in order to
order the doors to be closed until a call of the House has been
ordered.

The SPEAKER. The rule is that, “ Whenever a quorum fails
to vote on any question, and a quorum is not present and objec-
tion is made for that cause, unless the House shall adjourn,
there shall be a call of the House, and the Sergeant at Arms shall
forthwith proceed to bring in absent Members, and the yeas and
nays on the pending question shall at the same time be consid-
ered as ordered.”

Mr. MANN. That rule does not apply here.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr, Speaker, if it was not an automatic call
and the question of no quorum was made, then the previous
question was carried. If that be true—

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, the very fact that the Speaker
announced himself that there was not a quorum present, 211
Members being present, and 218 being required to make a
quorum, is a sufficient statement that there was nof a quorum
geseut, and under the rule there is an automatic call of the

ouse, :

" The SPEAKER. The rule provides that “ whenever a quorum
fails to vote on any question, and a quorum is not present and
objection is made for that cause,” and so forth. But no ob-
jection was made or suggested.

Mr. FTTCHIN. If that be true, Mr. Speaker, the previous
question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. There was not a quorum present.

Mr. KITCHIN. Nobody made objection to it.

The SPEAKER, They did not have to make objection. The
fact that there was no quorum present was sufficient.

_Mr, KITCHIN. No quorum was needed.

The SPEAKER. Not on the roll call.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Illi-
nois is through I would like to be heard.

Mr. MANN. The rule which the Speaker read is not ap-
plicable to the case. That is the new rule, that when objection
is made that no quorum votes and no quorum is present there
shall be a call of the House, and so forth. That is not the rule
under which we are operating at present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that.

Mr. MANN. The gentlemen over there do not seem to under-
stand it. When a roll call shows that there is no quorum
present, the Speaker has to announce that there is no quorum.
That roll call does not require a quorum present. That is the
motion upon which the roll call is now being had, and upon
that there is demanded a roll call, but not on the point of no
quorum, I simply called attention to the fact that the Speaker
ordered the doors clogsed. I do not think it is in order to order
the doors closed until a call of the House has been ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right about that.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, the Chair has just read a rule
in which the Speaker himself pointed out that there was no
objection made. No objection was made that there was no
quorum present, It is not necessary.

The SPEAKER. What does the rule say?

Mr. GARNER. The rule says there is an automatic call.

LIV—-211

Mr. GARNER. The Chair himself raised the objection that
there was not a quorum present. The Chair himself has ob-
jetl:‘lted. lslmd that comes within the rule and requires an automatic
roll call.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I must agree that the gentleman
from Illinois is correct in the position which he takes in this
matter. When I addressed the Chair a moment ago it was for
the purpose of calling attention to the fact that when the yeas
and nays disclosed the absence of a quorum the Speaker must
take cognizance of it, and nothing could be done. Now, it
seems to me this matter is very plain. Under the rules of the
House there are two provisions for a call of the House., Under
the old rules there was only one provision for a call, and that
was the provision that 15 Members in the absence of a quorum
could send out and bring in a quorum. The House has since
adopted a rule known as the automatic call, and, in my opinion,
that means that when the House is dividing by a viva voce
vote or by tellers or otherwise, except by yeas and nays,
and the want of a quorum is disclosed, and the point is made,
then the automatic call applies, and the Speaker should order
the doors closed and the Sergeant at Arms to notify the ab-
sentees and the yeas and nays on the question.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. If I understand the gentleman’s contention,
when the want of a quorum is discovered by a viva voce or by
tellers an automatic call ensues.

Mr. CRISP. When the point is made that there is no quorum

present.

Mr. GARNER. We have just discovered the absence of a
quorum by a roll eall. Can the gentleman distinguish between
discovering it by tellers or a viva voce vote and discovering the
absence of a quorum by a roll call?

Mr. CRISP. I think there is a difference. I think the yea
and nay is the last method of taking a vote on any question
that may come before the House, and it is the best way of
ascertaining a quorum. I think the intent of the House when
they adopted the rule was that if on viva voce, rising vote, or
on tellers there was not a quorum, instead of having to order
a call of the House, the automatic rule should apply and the
yeas and nays be ordered on the pending question.

Mr. GARNER. But we have discovered now the absence of
a quorum. Why does not the automatic call apply in discov-
ering the absence of a quorum by a roll call the same as it does
by a division of the House?

Mr. CRISP. That was not the Intention of Congress in
adopting the rule. I have never known it to apply. The prac-
tice of the House is the other way. I wish I could agree with
the gentleman.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue the call.

The Clerk completed the roll call.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-,
sentees, the Doorkeeper will lock the doors, and the Clerk will'
call the roll

Mr, KITCHIN. We are voting on the previous question.

Mr, MANN. No; we are voting on the call of the House.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll.

The roll was called, and the following Members failed to
answer to their names:

Alexander Carew Drukker Glynn

Allen Carter, Mass, Dunn

Anderson Carter, Okla. Dyer Gould

Aswell Casey Edmonds Graham
Austin Chandler, N. Y, Edwards Gray, N. J.
Barchfeld Charles Elston Gre

Barkley Chiperfield Estopinal Gries

Beakes Clark, Fla. Fairchild Guernsey
Beales Coleman Farley Hamill

Bennet Conry Farr Hamilton, Mich,
Booher Cooper, Ohio Ferris Hamilton, N. Y,
Borland Cooper, Wis, Fess Hamlin
Bowers Cople Fitzgerald Hard‘y

Britt Costello Flood Harrison, Miss,
Britten Ag0 Flynn Hart

Brownpe Danforth Fordney Heflin
Brumbaugh Davenport Foster Helgesen
Buchanan, I11, Decker Frear Henry

Burgess Dempsey Freeman Hicks

Butler Dent Fuller Hill

Caldwell Dewalt Gardner Hinds

Callaw Dies Garland Holland
Campbenﬁ Dooling Garrett Hollingsworth
Cannon Doremus Gillett Hopw

Cantrill Driscoll Glass Howard
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Howell McKinley
Hulbert McLemore
TR

umphrey, Wash,
Husted Hnﬁ%
Igoe Martin
Johnson, %y. Matthews
Johnson, Miller,
Jones Mondell
Kahn Moon
Kelley Mooney

ent Morgan, La,
Key, Ohio Mott
Lazaro Mudd
Lenroot Nelson
Lewia Nichols, Mich.
Liebel Nolan
Linthicum Oake
Lloyd Ogleshy
Loft Oliver
Loud Overmyer
McAndrews Padgett
MeArthor Parker, N, J.
MeCracken Parker, N. X,
MeCulloch Patten
MeDermott Peters
McFadden Platt
McKellar Porter
McKenzie Pou

g}layden
Smttg. Idaho

Smith, N. Y,
Smith, Tex,
Bnell

Snyder
Steenerson
Stephens, Nebr.
Stephens, Tex,
Btiness

Btout

Ta, t
Tafbott
Tavenner
Taylor, Colo.
Ti

Tinkham
Towner
Vare

Winslow
Young, N. Dak.

The SPEAKER. On this call 185 Members have responded

to their names—not a quorum.

Mr., SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
Speaker be directed to issue warrants for the arrest of the ab-

sentees.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes seemed to have if.

Alr. MANN, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division.

The House divided: and there were—ayes 81, noes 55.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 7T,
answered “ present ” 2, not voting 242, as follows:

Abercromble
Adalr
Adamson

Blackmon
Bruckner
Buchanan, Tex.,
Burke

Burnett
Byrnes, 8. C.
Caraway
Carlin

Carter, Okla.

Ellsworth
Emeérson
Esch

Foss

Green, Iowa
Greene, Mass,
Greene, Vt.
I1adle,
Haskell
liangen
IIuwﬁey

Allen
Anderson
Anthony
Aswell
Austin
Bacharach
Rarchfeld
Barkley
Barnhart
Beakes

: YEAS—112.
Dale, N. Y, Hood
Davls, Tex. Houston
Dent Huddleston
Dickinson Hughes
Dixon Jacoway
Doolittle Keatin
Doughton Kincheloe
Dupré Kitehin
Eagnn Lesher
Eagle Lever
Fields Lieb
Gallagher London
Gallivan MeClintie
Gand - MeGillleuddy
Gard ays
Garner Montague
Godwin, N, C. Moss
Goodwin, Ark. Murray
Gordon eely
Gray, Ala. Nicholls, 8. C.
Gra&.nlnd. Olney
Gri O'Bhaunessy
Harrison, Va. Park
Hastings Phelan
Ha‘vden Quin
Helvering Ran
Hensley Rauch
Hilliard Rayburn
NAYB—TT.
Hayes Mann
Heaton Mapes
Hernandez er
Hutchinson Miller, Pa.
James Moore, Pa.
Johnson, 8. Dak., Moores, Ind.
Kearns Morgan, Okla.
Keister Morin
Eennedy, lowa  North
Kennedy, R. L orton
Kiess, Pa. Paige, Mass.
King Porter
Kinkaid Powers
Kreider Ricketts
Lafean Roberts, Nav.
La Follette Rogers
Langley Sloan
Lehlhach Smith, Mich.
Lindbergh Smith, Minn.
McLaughlin Stafford
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2.
Browning Candler, Mlss.
NOT VOTING—242.
Beales Buchanan, Il
Benedict Burgess
Bennet Butler
Booher Byrns, Tenn.
Borland Caldwell
Bowers lawa
Britt Campbe
Britten Cannon
Browne
Brumbaugh Capstick

Reill
Riordan
Ronse

Rubey
Rucker, Ga.
Bears
Shallenberger

Sherley
Bhouse

Steagall
Steele, Iowa
Btone

Sumners

Tague
Taylor, Ark.
Thomnas
Tho:
Tillman
Van Dyke
Venab

Walker
Watkins
Williams, W, B,
Wilson, Fla. |
Winge

Wise
Young, Tex.

Sterling

W

Williams, 'T. 8.
Williams, Ohio
Wood, Ind.
Woods, Iowa

Cooper, Ohio Guernsey McCulloch Babath
Cooper, Wis. Hamlll MecDermott Banford
Cop °ﬁ Hamilton, Mich, McFadd Baunders
Costello Hamilton, N, Y. McKellar Schall
Crago Hamlin McKenzie Beott, Mich.
Cramton Hud{ McKinley cott,
Danforth Harrlson, Misga  McLemore iy
Davenrﬁrt Hart Madden ls
Davls, Minn, Heflin Ma Shackleford
Decker Helgesen Maher h
Dempsey Helm Martin egel
Dewalt Henry Matthews Sims
Dles Hicks Miller, Del, Sinnott
Din Hill Miller, Minn, Slayden
Dooling Hin ondell Blem
Doremus Holland oon
Driscoll . Hollingsworth Mooney Smith, Idaho
Drukker Hopwood 0! Smith, N. X.
Duon Howard Morrison Smith, Tex.
Dyer Howell Mott Snell
monds Hulbert Mudd Snyder

E;htvards ~ g:}}. grown Igf:;l;on Sparkman

ston . Tenn, chol: Btedman
Estopinal Humphrey, Wash, Nolan FoTi Steele, Pa.
Evans Humphreys, Miss, Oakey Steenerson
Fairchild Husted Oglesby Stephens, Miss,
Farley 1goe Oldfield Stephens, Nebr,
Fartr Johnson, %’ Oliver Stephens,
Ferris Johnson, Wash. Overmyer Stiness

‘eSS Jones Padgefvt Stout
Fitzgerald Kahn Page, N. C. Ta
Flood Kelley Parker, N, J. Talbott
Flynn Kent Parker, N. ¥ Tavenner
Focht Kettner Patten Taylor, Colo.
Fordney Key, Ohio Peters Tilson
Foster Konop Platt Tinkham
Frear Lazare Poun Towner
Freeman Pratt Vare
Fuller Lenroot rice Vinson
Gardner Lewls Ragsdale Volstead
Garland Liebel Rainey Ward
Garrett Linthicum Raker Watson, Va.
Gillett Littlepage Ramseyer Webb
Glass Lloyd Reavis Whaley
Glynn Lobeck Roberts, Wilson, II1,
Good Loft Rodenberg ‘Wilson, La.
Gould L.ousworth Rowe Winslow
Graham _ | Lou Rowland Woodyar:
Gray, N. J. McAndrews Rucker, Mo. Young, N. Dak.
Gregg MeArthar Russell, Mo,
Griest McCracken Russell, Ohio

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Mr. Bargrey (for) with Mr. CramToN (against).

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is directed to issue his war-
rants.

At this point the following Members appeared and were recorded
“ present ” on the call of the House: Mr, THoMAS 8. WILLIAMS,
Mr. Loseck, Mr. HeLs, Mr. Barcey, Mr. Cooper of West Virginia,
Mr. DEx1soN, Mr. Woob of Indiana, Mr. Paiee of Massachusetts,
Mr. SteEpMAaN, Mr. Garp, Mr. Emerson, Mr. Meexer, Mr. BAacH-
ARACH, Mr. WHALEY, Mr. ANTHONY, Mr, OroFiero, Mr. Davis of
Minnesota, Mr. Capstick, Mr. LrirriEpace, Mr. STEPHENS of
Mississippi, Mr. Koxop, Mr. Sararr, Mr. RAxER, Mr.

Mr. Bexepict, Mr. Byexs of Tennessee, Mr. Evans, Mr, Loxng-
woRrTH, Mr. SpargmaxN, Mr. FocHT, Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania,
Mr. Dicr, Mr. Mogrisow, and Mr, DICKINSON.

The SPEAKER. On this call 218 Members have answered to
their names—a quorum.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense
with further proceedings under the call.

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
Mann) there were—125 ayes and T1 noes.

Mr, MANN. I ask for tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, pending the taking of the vote by
tellers, I ask unanimous consent to address the House for a
few minutes, with the nature of which the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. Maxx] is acquainted.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, earlier in the evening, when the
parliamentary question arose as to whether an automatic call
of the House obtained, I took the position that the automatic
eall did not apply, and agreed with the position taken by
the learned gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx]. I want to
say now that, so far as I had ever seen any precedent in this
House on the subject, or any practical application of the rule,
the position we then took was correct. But upon investigation
I find that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KrrcHIN]
was correct and that I was wrong—that the automatic call did
apply—and when I am wrong and convinced I have no hesitancy
in saying so. [Applause.]

I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to two precedents
on this question, and to call the attention of the membership of
the House to these precedents in volume 4, Hinds' Precedents,
section 8045, which I will read. And let me say that both of
these decisions were rendered by the able and learned Speaker,
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the gentleman from Maine, Mr. Reed. The rule providing for
an automatic call of the House was adopted in January, i
These two decislons that I shall read were rendered in 1896,
shortly after this rule was adopted. I read section 3045:

On a call of the House under the new rule the Sergeant at Arms is
required to detail those Members who are present and bring in absentees.
. On December 14, 1806, the question being taken on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill (H. R. 1888) to amend an act relating to
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, there were,
on a yea-and-nay vote, 130 yeas and 81 nays.

Mr. Rowland B. Mnﬁan , of New York, made the point of no quorum.

Mr. Elijah A. Morse, of Massachusetts, moved a call of the House,

The Speaker sald that the rule provlded for such a contingency, and
caused to be read section 4 of Rule XV. He then said:

* Under the rule there will now be a call of the House, the Sergeant
at Arms will proceed to bring in absent Members, and the yeas and nays
on the pending question wili be considered as ordered. The Clerk will
therefore call the roll and the res%onses will show whether the Member
is present or not, and will also show his vote upon the pending ques-
tion. The Doorkeeper will close the doors.”

During the roll call, as there seemed to be a misunderstanding, the
Speaker sald :

“The Chalr will state to the House that under this rule when Mem-
bers are called they are required to vote ‘yea’ or ‘nay’ upon the en-
frossment and third reading of the pending bill, unless they desire not

o vote, in which case they will respond ‘present.’ Thus the roll eall
will answer the double purpose of taking a vote on the bill and of
showing what Members are present. The Chair desires to add also
that we are now under a call of the House, so that it iIs the duty of
Members who are present to remain until the call and the vote is com-
pleted, and the Sergeant at Arms is req to keep Members here who
are present and also fo bring in the absentees.

I have the Journal showing the decision just read, and the
Journal shows that a yea-and-nay vote was taken on the order
for engrossment and third reading and on which vote a quorum
fuiled to appear. And then immediately followed a second roll
cull, with a yea-and-nay vote on the call of the House.

I read again from section 3052, volume 4, of Hinds’ Precedents,
and this also is a decision by Speaker Reed :

Under the new rule for a call of the House the roll is called over
twice, and those a poarlnf after their names are called may vote.

On June 9, 1806, the Honse was voting by yeas and nays to lay on
the table a motion to reconsider a vote on the District of Columbia
appropriation bill. Thera appesred—iea.s 99, nays 81, not voting 224,

No quorum being present, the Speaker announced that under the rule
there would be a call of the House, and the Sergeant at Arms would
proceed at once to bring in absent Members.

Mr. Joseph W. Bailey, of Texas, inquired whether or not those who
had answered on the previous roll call could vote again.

The Speaker said :

* The Chair thinks that the only solution as the matter stands is_for
each Member to vote when his name is called, and then when the roll is
finished the absentees vote, The Sergeant at Arms will close the
doors, and the Clerk will call the roll."”

The Clerk proceeded with the roll call, and the same having been fin-
izshed, the Speaker said:

“The Clerk will now call the names of Members failing to respond the
first call. The Chalir trusts that gentlemen who are present and do not
vote will announce their presence to avold cvonfusion.”

The second call having been concluded, the Speaker announced :

“On this gquestion the yeas are 126 and the nays are 438.
following-named gentlemen are present. [Naming them.]

** The Ch%fr desires to staté to these gentlemen that under a misap-
prehension he stated a while ago they could not vote; but they are
marked present, and their presence is necessary to constitute a quorum,
under the rule they have a right to vote if they desire to do so.”

Several of these gentlemen having voted, the Speaker announced the
corrected vote—yeas 231, nays 45, answering '’ present” (certain gen-
tlemen)—a quorum.

Mr. Speaker, to remove any question as to that decision, I
desire to read from the CoNGrEssioNAL REcorp, volume 28, part
7, of the Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, page 6330:

The SeeAKER. The question is on laying the motion to reconsider on
the table.

On that question the yeas were 99, nays 31, not voting 224—
not a quorum.

The yeas and nays are set out in the REcorp.

The SPRAKER. On this question the yeas are 89, the nays 31.

Mr. McMrILLiN. No quorum.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that there are 16 present In
addition to that. Under the rule of the House there will be a call of
the House, and the Sergeant at Arms will proceed at once to bring in
absent Members.

We all agree that when a record vote discloses there is no
quornm the Chair must take cognizance of that fact. In this
instance Mr. McMillin made the point of no quorum. To con-
tinue:

Mr. DaxieLs. I move that there be a call of the House,

The SpEaxer. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. Each Member
us he answers to his name may vote upon the pending question, so that
1t requires another vote upon the pending question. The House will
govern itself accordingly.

Mr. Bairey. 1 desire to ask if it is not a fact that the rule only
vequires the absentees to answer, or are they brought to the bar to
vote? It does mot require that those who had previously responded
should answer.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it requires all Members to answer.

The Clerk should call the roll and each Member as he answers to his
name may vote on the pending questicn.

AMlr. Bamney, T think that only provides for those who have not an-
swered upon the previous call ; otherwise a gentleman who had voted
on the other call would be reguired to vote again.

The

The SpPEAKER. The Chair thinks the only solution as the matter
stands is for each Member to vote when his name is called, and then
when the roll call is finished the absentees may vote. The Sergeant
at Arms will notify the absentees and the Clerk will ¢all the roll.

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

The SBPEAKER (at the end of the first call). The Clerk will now call
the names of Members failing to respond to the first call. The Chair
trusts that gentlemen who are present and do not vote will announce
that they are present, to avold confusion.

The membership of the House will understand that Speaker
Reed decided he had authority to count as present Members
who were in the Hall who do not vote, and the Supreme Court,
as we all know, afterwards affirmed that decision, and that
is why he was asking those who did not vote to make their
presence known.

Mr. MANN. What is the date of that?

Mr. CRISP. The Fifty-fourth Congress.

Mr. MANN. That was the rule at that time?

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. [Reading:]

Mr. Owex. In view of the request of the Chair to Members to an-
nounce their presence if they do not vote, I wanted to ask whether
they might not possibly be confused with the 16 already counted, or
whether those 16 are to be used again in making a quorum?

The SpEAKER. The Chair thinks there will not be any confusion if
gentlemen answer that they are present. The Clerk will call the roll.

Mr, Joaxsox of Californla. Mr, Speaker, is it in order at this time
to ask leave of absence?

There is no use in reading further, gentlemen; but the
Speaker held that the automatic call applied. They imme-
diately called the roll and the yeas and nays were again taken
and they voted on the pending question.

Mr. GARNER. He was construing at that time paragraph 4
of Rule XV?

Mr, CRISP. He was construing the identical rule in ques-
tion, the rule having been adopted in January, 1896. Under this
decision, Mr. Speaker, it is clear I was in error in the position
I took. Under these decisions, if they are followed, it is
obvious when we take a vote by yeas and nays on a motion to
order the previous question on the passage of a bill and amend-
ments and a quorum failing to vote, then the automatic rule
applies, and a call of the House follows, and Members brought
in by the Sergeant at Arms or who come in voluntarily should
be permitted to ecast their vote on ordering the previous ques-
tion on the bill and amendments to passage. I felt, Mr.
Speaker, that it was due the Chair and due the House and due
myself when I learned I was in error to frankly say so. I thank
the House. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The vote is on dispensing with further pro-
ceedings, and tellers have been ordered. The gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] and the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Manx] will take their places as tellers. Those in favor
of dispensing with further proceedings under the call will pass
between the tellers. ;

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there
were—ayes 137, noes 72.

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it——

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the
motion is dilatory.

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman has not read the Constitu-
tion recently.

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order.
Evidently a sufficient number have arisen, and the Clerk will
call the roll. Those in favor of dispensing with further pro-
ceedings under the call when their names are called will an-
swer “aye™ and those opposed will answer * no.”

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 85,
answered * present " 2, not voting 204, as follows:

YEAS—142,
Abercromble Connelly Gordon Lever
Adalr Cox Grg, Lieb
Adamson Crisp Griffin Liebel
ken Crosser Hamlin Littlepage
Alexander Cullop Harrison, Va. Lobeck
on Davis, Tex. Hastings Londo#
Ashbrook Dent Hayden McClintic
Ayres Dickinson Helm McGillicuddy
Balle; Dill Helvering McLemore
Barnhart Dixon Hensle Mays
Bell Doolittle Hilliar Montague
Black Doremus Holland Morrison
Blackmon Donghton Hood Moss
Buchanan, Tex. Driscoll Houston Murray
Burnett Dupré Huddleston Neely
Byrnes, S. C. Eagan ughes Nicholls, 8. C.
Byrns, Tenn, Eagle Hull, Tenn, Oldfield
Caldwell Evans Humphreys, Miss. Olney
araway Fields Jacoway O’'Shaunessy
Carlin Gallagher Keating Padgett
Carter, Okla. Gallivan Kettner Page, N. C.
hurch Gandy Kincheloe I'ark
Clark, Fla. Gard Kitchin Phelan
Cline Garner Konop Price
Coady Godwin, N. C Lee Quin
Collier Goodwin, Ark. Lesher Raker
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' Randall Sherwood Stephens, Nebr, Venable
Rauch Shouse Stone Walker
Rayburn F-lmum Sn mnera Watkins
Rilordan Small Whaley
Rouse Smith, N. Y. Taylnr, Ark. Williams, W,
Rubey Steagall Taylor, Colo. Wilson, e
Rncl:er. Ga. Stedman Thomas
Bea Steele, lowa Thompson Young, Tex.
Shnllonberger Steele, Pa, Tillman
Bherley Stephens, Miss. Van Dyke

NAYS—85.
Anthony . Foss Lindbergh Snell
Bacharach Green, ITowa Longworth Stafford
Benediet Greene, Mass. McLaughlin Sterling
Capstick Greene, Vt, Mann ulloway
Cary Hadley Mapes Sutherland

| Cooper, Ohlo Hamilton, Mich. Meeker Sweet

.Cooper, W. Va. Hamilton, N. Y. Miller. Del. Switzer
Curry Hawley Moore, Temple
Dale, Vt. Heaton Moores, Ind. Timberlake
Dallinger Hernandez Mo , Okla. Treadway
Darrow Hutehinson Morin Walsh
Davis, Minn, James Nichols, Mich. Wason
Dempsey Johnson, 8. Dak. North Watson, Pa.
Denison Keister Norton Wheeler
Dillon Kennedy, JTowa  Paige, Mass, Williams, T, 8.
Dowell Kennedy, R, I. Porter Williams, Ohlo
Ellsworth Kiess, Pa. Ricketts Wood, Ind.
Elston Kinkaid Roberts, Nev, Woods, Iowa
Emerson Krelder Rogers Woodyard
Esch Lafean Sloan
Fess La Follette Smith, Mich,

Focht Lehlbach Smith, Minn.
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2.
Browning Candler, Miss,
NOT VOTING—204.
Allen Fairchild Kahn Rainey
Anderson Farley Kearns Ramseyer
Aswell Farr Kelley Reavis
Austin Ferris Kent Reilly
Barchfeld Fitzgerald Key, Ohio Roberts, Mass,
Barkley Flood King Rodenberg
Deakes Filynn Langley Rowe
Beales Fordney Lazaroe Rowland
Bennet Foster Lenro: Rucker, Mo.
o Frear Lewls Russell, Mo,
Borland Freeman Linthicum Bussel.l Ohio
Bowers Fuller Lloyd Babath
Britt Gardner Loft Banford
Britten Garland Loud Saunders
Browne Garrett McAndrews Schall
Bruckner Gillett cArthur Scott, Mich.
Brumbaugh Glass MeCracken Scott, Pa.
Buchanan, I1L Glynn MeCulloch Beully
Burgess Good MecDermott Bells
Burke Gould McFadden Bhackleford
Butler Graham McKellar Slegel
Caliawuﬁ Gray, Ind. McKenzle Bims
Campbe Gray, N.J. McKinley Sinnott
Cannon Gregg Madden Slayden
Cantrill Griest maa Biemﬁ
Carew Guernsey er Smith, Idaho
Carter, Mass. Hamill Martin Smith, Tex.
Casey Hard AMatthews Snyder
Chanler, N. X. n, Miss. Miller, Minn., Sparkman
Charles Hart Miller, Pa, Strenerson
Chiperfield Haskell Mondell Stephens, Tex,
Coleman Haugen Moon Btiness
Conry Hayes Mooney Stout
Coo er, Wis, Heilin Morgan, La, Bwift
r Helgesen Mott Taggart
(.oste 1 Henry Mudd Talbott
Hicks Nelson Tavenner
Cra mpton Hill Nolan Tilson
Dale, N. X. Hinds Oak Tinkham
Danforth Hollingsworth Oﬁles ¥ Towner
Davenport Hopwood Oliver Vare
Decker Howard Overmyer Vinson
Dewalt Howell Parker, N. J. Volstead
Dies Hulbert Parker, N. ¥, ard .
Dooling Hull, Towa Patten Watson, Va.
rukker Humphrey, Wash. Petoers ebb
nn Husted Platt Wilson, 11l
Dyer goe Poun Wilson, La.
Edmonds Johnson, K;. ’owers Wingo
Edwards Johnson, Wash. Pratt Winslow
Estopinal Jones Ragsdale Young, N. Dak,

So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the

Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.

Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr

Hurserr with Mr. HASKELL.

Key of Ohio with Mr, Haves,

Epwarps with Mr, Hirr,

LEwis with Mr. HOLLINGS WORTH.
Lroyp with Mr. Hurt of Towa.
McAxprews with Mr. HusTED.
McDermort with Mr. Joaxsox of Washington,
Maner with Mr, Kags.

Moox with Mr. KEARNS.

Morean of Louisiana with Mr. KELLEY,
OgrEsBY with Mr. KiNc.

Oriver with Mr. LANGLEY.

Pov with Mr. MCABTHUR.

Rarxey with Mr. McCurrocH.

. RErnry with Mr, McFApDEN.
. Rucker of Missoiuri with Mr. McKexNzIE,

RusseLL of Missouri with Mr. McKINLEY.

. SABATH with Mr, MADDEN.

SavwpERs with Mr. MAGEE.

. Srus with Mr, Micrer of Minnesota.

. SPAREMAN with Mr. MorT.

. WeeB with Mr. Mvop.

. CALrAwAY with Mr, Canter of Massachusetts,

Crarx of Florida with Mr. StiNESS.

. AswEeLL with Mr. AUsTIN.

. BORLAND with Mr, BENNET.

. BARKLEY (for) with Mr. CramTOoN (against).
. QaxprLeEr of Mississippi with Mr. CaxNoN,
. CaREw with Mr. CHARLES,

. DEwALT with Mr, CraMTON,

. Doorixng with Mr. DRUKKER.

. Epwarps with Mr. Dunx.

. STEPHENS of Texas with Mr, NELsox.

. SToUuT with Mr, Noraw.

. TacGarT with Mr. OAKEY.

TaveENNER with Mr. PARER of New Jersey.

. Vinsox with Mr, ParkEr of New York.
. Wason with Mr. PETERS. -

. Wirson of Louisiana with Mr, PraTT,

. Wixngo with Mr. POwERs.

. BooHER with Mr. RAMSEYER.

Beaxes with Mr. Reavis.

. BRuckXER with Mr. RICKETTS.

. BrRuamBAavUGH with Mr. Roeerts of Massachusetts.
. ALLEN with Mr. RODEXBERG.

. Burcess with Mr. RowE.

CasEy with Mr. Rowraxp.

. Dare of New York with Mr. RusseLr of Ohio.
. Dmes with Mr. SANFoORD.

. EstorINAL with Mr. Scorr of Michigan.

. Frrzgerarp with Mr. Scorr of Pennsylvania.

Fryxn with Mr. Sgrrs.

. BurkEe with Mr. PraTr.

Harpy with Mr. SIEGEL.

Howarp with Mr. SIiNxoTT.

Icoe with Mr. SteEmep.

Lazaro with Mr. Syrre of Idaho.
LaxtHicuM with Mr. SXYDER.

RAcgspare with Mr. STEENERSON. .
ParrEn with Mr. STiNess.

SHACKLEFORD with Mr. TirsoxN.

Sravpex with Mr. TINgRHEAM.

Sarrra of Texas with Mr. TownNER.
OveERMYER with Mr., VARE,

Joxes with Mr. VOLSTEAD.

Lorr with Mr. Warp. )

Coxry with Mr. Witsox of Illinois.

r. Decker with Mr. Youne of North Dakota.

FEBRUARY 14,

call was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
On the vote:
Mr. McKELtAr (for) with Mr. Craco (against).
Until further notice:
Mr. Fariey with Mr. FAmeHILD.
Mr. Ferrrs with Mr. Epaoxns.
Mr. Froop with Mr. ForpNEY.
Mr, FosteER with Mr, FREEMAN.
AMr. GargerT with Mr. FULLER.
Mr. Gray of Indiana with Mr, GARLAND.
Mr. Grega with Mr. GILLETT.
Mr. Hamror with Mr. GLYNN.
Mr. Hagrison of Missigsippi with Mr. GouLp.
Mr. Harr with Mr. GRAHAM.
Mr. HerFLIix with Mr. Geay of New Jersey.
Mr. Hexay with Mr. GRIEST.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. The
question is on ordering the previous question.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 75,
answered * present ™ 4, not voting 209, as follows:

YEAS—145.
Abercrombie Barnhart Carlin Cull
Adair Bell Chureh Dale, N. Y.
Alken Black Clark, Fla. Davls, Tex,
Alexander Blackmon Cline Decker
Allen Buchanan, Tex. Coady Dent
Almon Burnett Collier Dickinson
Ashbrook Byrnes, 8, C Connelly Dil
Ayres Byrns, Tenn. 'ox Dixon
Bafle; Caldwell Doolittla
Barkley Caraway Crosser Doremus
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Doughton Hood Neely Smith, N, X. Mr. FREEMAN. I do not think I was.
Rﬂlpsrcgll fx‘ﬁ'&ﬁ‘;‘;,“m g:(&lﬁglll; 8.C E&"Eﬁi 2 The SP"EAKER The Clerk will designate the gentleman as
%as?: g &a 0%1“: g:m%g, {:"“ present " under the rule.
“a . y
“:d’ - {? ,‘fé'ﬂn g; %%‘t' ?”” 2 é;;g e'ens? ; - Mr. AtI?AMSON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired. I want to vote
Gallagher Kettner Page, N. C. Sumners The SPEAKHR. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening
8:}.‘3‘;“ %incheloa lg;;ll:m gﬁm e when his name was callad?
: et Mr. ADAMSON. I just want to be marked “present” to
gaan& e IKJQOE?O . Pﬂgut? :’:;:ﬁf.‘:i;"""" make a quorum.
0 . 6 er om n ?,
NG Lesh e e The SPEAKER. TI}‘a Clerk will record the genfleman’s name
Gordon: Lieb Rauch Van Dyke and designate him as * present.
Gra. Ala, ﬁehel ll{in:bnrn % nal The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
n o ar i
gm ' # &:gc ge ﬁ berdm L ii'fm' Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary in-
arrison, e
Hastings' —  MeClintie Rucker, Ga. Willlatns, W. B. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
gn den %c%lcuﬂd: E::sell. Mo. Wﬂjwn. . Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Under the rules of the House, will
Eé"’m . ﬁm !i.g:’ el Eéa? bill come up for consideration the first thing in the morn-
ve ; ontague ! ey oun, '
Eﬁ?ﬂgﬁ Horr!snn sll!:erwood . The SPHAKER. Under the practice of the House, yes.
Hollong My e . Mr. SHALLENBERGER. With that understanding, then,
NAYS—175. Mr. Spenker——— s &
Anthony Emerson r's 1 URNMENT.
-y Btk b BN, M | Mr; KITOHIN. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House do now
Capstick Foss Lindbergh Snell ‘adjourn.
oot uip S, Zgmeerwr B inutes p 1) the House djoaraed, Pursuaat o the order pre
o A 5 th minutes p. m. e House adjourned, pursuant to the o pre-
acper, W= ¥E %ml;' ve fanen: SRS viously made, until to-morrow, Thursday, February 15, 1917, at
Sho,  giminje Memme, Sl Retha e
0 o X Tes, —_—
Dnlﬁnger Hawley 2 Morgan, Okla, Tlmgerlake
Darrow Heaton Nichols, Mich,  Treadwa - EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO.
Davis, Minn. Hutchinson North Watson, Pa,
Johnson, 8. Dak. Norton Wheeler Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
i %:*]f:;f Ouakey e taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
Dowell Kennedy, Towa  Porter 5 Wood, Ind. 1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report on
Hllsworth K ,R.L. Ricketts Woodyard preliminary examination of White Lake Harbor, Mich,, from the
Elston mﬁ:ﬁ o - Bﬁbgm- fo_*. a::uth of the channel to White Lake (H. Doc. No. 2053) ; to the
Akiiss = ng Pmmmmar.l | pomaat Wigml{lttee ongjmrs and Harbors and ordered to be printed,
Fsatie: o NoT "0"—'13’3;:09- 2 2. A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting
: 3 estimate of expenses which are in addition to the sum already
Foch Tangl Rowland
im :ardfusy Lassro, Rucker, Mo, appropriated for the Coast Guard for the current fiscal year
%::ﬁgem oster II::irgot g;lg:et}ll. Ohlo (Hd. Doc. Nl; 2054) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and
Beales Fuller Lin Banford ordered to printed. {

Ben:et {mg Ilﬂof{d gnﬂ:ﬁiam gm A lettgr from tﬁhe t?ecretury of t.lfw W. transmitting
er C. -Rev
i Ty s i St fi the fiacal Jear erﬁgrni??run? 351.10 mlstef?flnocelnw"ao?
gﬁﬁm gf;?h i{%:mc;:n ggy 221553 eE] to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be

i
Browne Good cCulloch Bhackleford A e
Bruckner Gould MeDermott Blegel
Brumbaugh Graham Fadden Sims REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
Buchanan, IlL gm. IIWM.!:’ Hg.é&ﬂ:il; gll:;}ggg RESOLUTIONS
11 ray, & %
gg{kﬁ, o L ey D Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
Cn.llawaﬁ Guernsey Madden Small erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
&‘?ﬂfgf ng{lyl %: b gm{% %&ho referred o the several calendars therein named, as follows:
. Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
C“?etémm ?:r{ ':"“' gl s TRy was referred the bill (H. R, 19129) to make immediately avail-
Carter, Mass. Haskell Miller, Del, Steenerson bl -
Carter, Okla.  Haugen Mier Mo, Stephens Nebr. | cureed by ‘sald State in connection with the Jolnt encampment
Egand}er, N.Y. Hel{zesen ﬂondéll g:megs ’ held at Augusta, Ga., July 22 to 31, 1914, certain sums appropri-
arles enry oon out ated for arming and equipping the militia of said State, reported
Chlpextala e e B0 SRy the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
Conry Hill Morin Taggart 1492), which said bill and report were referred to the Commit-
%Ofﬂ" Wis, ﬁllnn(}s = ﬂo% %lhutt tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 1
Cobiallo HODWood Nolson D aaE Mr.. CARLIN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
T Howard Nolan Tinkham ‘was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) proposing an
Iﬁggmfu:_t gg;m]l}t 8%}3?;:!;;“ %g;‘;ﬂer amendment to the Constitution of the United States, reported
Dewni?o Hull, Towa Parker, N. 7. Vinson the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
gﬁﬁ!ng Hgmgh.rey. m ;:gg, N.X. g’;ﬁfd %]‘:9312 whlc{l}la}snlg joint resolution and report were referred to
hireys, " the House endar.
Drukk: Husted Pet Ward
Eru\:m = }gtcim :ls‘l!ng:a g:aon v
glfggg, gg}l'f::.,n, Ry pgztet,s gtgll,‘g"“'n:' REPORTS OF Gommr{gggfgi‘?gupsmmm BILLS AND
tdwards ohnson, - son, 'y
Estopinal Jones Ra, le Wilson, La.
Fairchild Eahn Rainey Winslow Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions
Farley Kearns Ramseyer Woods, Iowa were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk
Farr ent Reavis Young, N. Dak. d meterred T i £ th -W’il le H foll i’
Ferrls Key, Ohilo Rellly and referred to the Committee of the ole House, as follows:
Fitzgerald n Roberts, Mass. Mr. EDMONDS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
Flood Krelder Rodenberg referred the bill (8. 5268) for the relief of the Copper River &

So the previous question was ordered.
The Clerk announced the following additional pair:

On the vote:

Mr. McKerrar (for) with Mr. Crago (against).

Mr. FREEMAN,

Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote * nay.”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the hall listening?

Northwestern Railway Co., reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1481), which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CAPSTICK, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (S. 4277) for the rellef of George B.
Hughes, reported the same without amendment, aceompanied by
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a report (No. 1482), which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

Mr. STEPHENS, of Mississippi, from the Committee on
Claims, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 14631) for the
relief of J. B. Fleming, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 1483), which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 17448) for the relief of the heirs of Robert Laird
MeCormick, deceased, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 1484), which said bill and re-
port were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 6787) for the relief of A. J. Lowary, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1485),
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, fo which was referred the
bill (S. 4368) for the relief of D. A. Barbour and Andrew P.
Gladden, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1486), which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

He, also from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 1548) for the relief of Emmett W. Entriken, reported
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
1487), which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar,

Mr. EDMONDS, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (8. 6430) directing the reexamination of
the accounts of the late Peter G. 8. Ten Broeck, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1488),
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen-
dar.

Mr, FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (H. R. 17144) for the relief of Arthur Wendle
Englert, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1489), which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr. STEAGALL, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (S. 5439) for the relief of the Southern
States Lumber Co., reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 1490), which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 3507) for the relief of Elizabeth Marsh Watkins, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1401),
wh]ich said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XITI,

Mr. WEBB, from the Committee on the Judiciary to which was
referred the resolution (H. Res. 477) requesting the Attorney
General of the United States to inform the House in regard to
proceeding against the binder-twine monopoly, reported the same
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1494), which said bill
and report were laid on the table.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military
Affairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.
20229) for the relief of Eleanora Moore, and the same was
referred to the Committee on Pensions,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 20905) to provide a commis-
sion to secure site, plans, and design for a school to train negro
soldiers; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 20906) conferring citizen-
ship upon Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 20807) to amend an act
providing mediation, conciliation, etec.,, approved July 15, 1913;
to the Committee on the Judieciary.

By Mr. BENEDICT: A bill (H. R. 20908) making an appro-
priation for the construction and equipment of a sanitary, fire-
proof hospital on the grounds of the National Home for Disabled
Volunteer Soldiers, Pacific Branch, in the county of Los Angeles,
State of California ; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. PARK : Joint resolution (H. .J. Res. 8370) providing for
the appointment of a joint committee of the Senate and House
of Representatives to provide a bill providing the farmers of the

United States with better credit facilities for short-time persona?
loans; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Resolution (H. Res. 504) to
provide for printing copies of the Declaration of Independence
and the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee
on Printing.

By Mr. EMERSON : Resolution (H. Res. 505) of confidence in
the President of the United States to uphold peace with honor;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FITZGERALD : Resolution (H. Res. 508) for the re-
lief of Jennie Ritzheimer ; to the Committee on Accounts.

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorlal of the Legislature of
the State of Idaho, favoring the amendment of the stock-raising
homestead-entry law so as to make it inapplicable to lands in
the State of Idaho; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. GILLETT : Memorial of the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, pledging support to the President and the Congress of
the United States in whatever action may be taken to preserve
the dignity, honor, and safety of our country ; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. CURRY : Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
California, asking for early completion of hydrographical work
on the Pacific coast; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, memorial of the Leglslature of the State of California,
favoring a recession to the State of California of Lower Klamath
I[.‘.:kgs for storage of water; to the Committee on the Public

nds.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
relative to amending act of February 28, 1891, providing for an
exchange of land between the United States and the State of
California ; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
relative to the Crescent City Harbor; to the Committee on the
Publiec Lands.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
relative to loaning funds of the postal savings banks to public-
school districts; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
asking for passage of House bill 19291, for the reclamation of
arid and swamp lands; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Cali-
fornia, asking for congress of the States to consider conflicting
jurisdiction of Federal and State taxes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. DALLINGER: Memorial of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts, pledging support of the President and the Con-
gress of the United States in whatsoever action may be taken
to preserve the dignity, honor, and safety of our country; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TINKHAM: Memorial from the Legislature of the
State of Massachusetts, supporting the attitude of the President
and Congress to preserve the dignity, honor, and safety of our
country ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TAGUE : Memorial from the Legislature of the State
of Massachusetts, supporting the attitude of the President and
Congress to preserve the dignity, honor, and safety of our coun-
try ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills were infroduced and
severally referred as follows::

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 20009) granting an in-
crease of pension to Florence Marguis; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. DILL: A bill (H. R. 20910) authorizing the appoint-
ment of Capt. D. A. Maurier to the position of first lieutenant
of the Regular Army ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 20911) granting an increase
of pension to William A. Morton; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 20912) granting a pension to Thomas H.
Lillis; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 20913) grant-
ing a pension to Charles L. Thornton; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 20914) to authorize the change
of name of the steamer Charles L. Hulchinson to Fayelle
Brown; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries.

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 20915) to transfer Fred-
erick W. Cobb from the list of chief machinists, United States
Navy, to the list of chief pay clerks, United States Navy; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.
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By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 20016) granting an increase
of pension to Sylvester Smart; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 20917) granting a pension
to Elizabeth Hogan; to the Committee on Pensions,

PETITIONS, BETO.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of 2,600 repre-
sentative citizens of the city of Reading, Pa., protesting against
a declaration of war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Hvidence in support of House bill
13992, for relief of William R. Hogue; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. :

By Mr. BAILEY: Memorial of the Congress of Women’s
Clubs, Western Pennsylvania, relative to Congress indorsing
the movement of the Bureau of Naturalization and the public-
school authorities in the work of educating the alien; to the
Committee on Immigration®

Also, memorial adopted by public meeting in Bethany Pres-
byterian Church, Johnstown ; public meeting, Portage ; and pub-
lic meeting, Johnstown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, relative
to Congress amending Article XVIII of the Federal Constitu-
tion ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BROWNING: Petitions of 57 people of Woman’'s
Christian Temperance Union, Woodstown; 80 people of the
County Woman’s Club, Salem County ; 60 people of the Methodist
Episcopal prayer meeting, Williamstown ; and Auburn Methodist
Episcopal Church, Auburn, all in the State of New Jersey, favor-
ing a national constitutional prohibition amendment ; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CAREW : Memorial of employees of the Post Office
Department, of Los Angeles, Cal., relative to promotions of post-
oRﬂicedsclerks; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads,

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of the Connecticut
Prison Association, Hartford, Conn., urging the enactment of
Senate bill 1002 and House bill 42, to establish a probation
system in the United States courts; to the Committee on Ac-
counts.

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia,
commending the act of the Executive in severmg relations with
Germany ; to the Committee on Foreign Affai

Also, memorial of the Union League Club, of New York City,
indm'sing the recent act of the President in severing diplomatic
relations with Germany; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of the Bird Lovers’ Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y.,
favoring the migratory bird treaty act; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ESCH : Petition signed by Mr. George C. Miller and
17 others of Tomah, Wis., protesting against advance in priee
of binder twine; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial of the Union League Club, of New York City,
indorsing the recent act of the President in severing diplomatic
relations with Germany ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FULLER : Petitions of C. H. Bloom, Victor Lundholm,
Frank H. Hall, and 8. G. Atwood, of Roekford, Ill., and of
A. L. Hindle, Charles Weber, C. F. Uloth, Victor Wasgin, Wil-
liam Bandy, and E. N. Carns, of La Salle, I11., for a referendum
gglrss any declaration of war; to the Committee on Forelgn

Also, memorial of the Union League Club, of the city of New
York, indorsing the action of the President in severing diplo-
matic relations with Germany; to the Committee on Foreign

Also, petition of the national legislative bureau, Order of Rail-
way Conductors, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, Brother-
hood of Locometive Engineers, and Brotherhood of Locomotive
Firemen and Engineers, protesting against proposed legislation
in House bill 20752 and Senate bill 8201; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Stone & Webster, of Boston,
Mass., favoring passage of the daylight-saving bill ; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petitions of J. L. and Mary B. Starks, of Kansas City,
Mo., relative to permanent peace through a coneert of nations;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs

Also, petition of sundry members of the Massachusetts Branch
ottheLengueto Enforee Peace, urging support of the league’s
mmposal by the United Statea to the Commiftee on Foreign

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Boston, Mass., relative to
increase in salaries of post-office employees ; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Boston and Brookl.lne&
Mass,, urging that the people be consulted by referendum befor
Congress declares war; to the Committee on Forelgn Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Union League Club, of New York Qity,
indorsing the recent aet of the President in severing relations
with Germany ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petition of Edward M. O’Connor, of South Boston, Mass,,
favoring a retirement law and an increase of salary for letter
carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of James Cochran, of Uphams Corner, Mass.,
favoring a fetirement law and an increase of salary for letter
carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. GLYNN: Petition of postal clerks and letter carriers
of Torrington, Conn., for an increase in pay; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. GRIEST : Memorial adopted by employees of the Pos
Office Department in Los Angeles, Cal,, urging the enactment o
legislation providing for automatic promotions and increase of
salaries of post-office clerks and carriers; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Memorial of the City Council of Ironton,
Ohio, relative to location of the armor plant; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of Ruthenian National Union, of Scranton, Pa.
favoring House joint resolution 350, relative to funds for relief
of Ruthenians; to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of the United States
of America, against proposed tax on excess profits; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of the Union League Club, of the city of New
York, indorsing the recent act of the President in severing
diplomatic relations with Germany; fo the Committee on For-
elgn Affairs.

Also, petition of the New York State Forestry Association,
favoring the appropriation for the eradication of the pine-blister
rust, also the amendment to the quarantine act; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : Memorial of the Eastern Ohio
Milk & Cream Producers’ Association, protesting against a re-
duction in tax on oleomargarine when colored yellow in imita-
tion of butter; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr., KALANIANAOLE: Petition of employees of the
United States customs service of Honolulu, Hawali, relative to
readjustment of rating, grades, and salaries; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LEHLBACH : Petition of sundry citizens of Newarlk,
Irvington, Arlington, Orange, South Orange, and West Orange,
N. J., protesting against the passage of House bill 18988, Ran-
dall mail-exclusion bill; Senate bill 4429, Bankhead mail-ex-
clusion bill; Senate bill 1082, Sheppard District of Columbia
prohibition bill; House joint resolution 84, Webb 'nation-wide
prohibition bill; and House bill 17850, Howard bill to prohibit
commerce in intoxieating liquors between the States; to the
Committee on the Judielary.

By Mr. LINTHICUM : Petition of sundry citizens of Balti-
more, Md., urging that the people be consulted by referendum
before Congress declares war; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

Also, petition of Mrs. Julia G. Johnston, Easton, Md., urging
the passage of the national woman-suffrage amendment; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Canton National Bank and Park Bank, Bal-
ﬂmore, Md., favoring an amendment to liouse bill 20661 relative
to Federal reserve bank; to the Commiftee on Banking and
Currency.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Baltimore, Md,, protesting
against a declaration of war; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs. )

By Mr, LOUD: Memorial of C. H. Auschuty, secretary, and
16 other citizens of Tawas COity, Mich., protesting against the
President severing diplomatic relations with Germany; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petition of Mr. W. J. Oa.kley. president, and all the
members of the executive committee of Typographical Uhion
No. 81, of Bay City, Mich., urging higher wages to printers in
post offices ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads.

By Mr., McFADDEN. Memorial adopted by the First Pres-
byterian Church, Church of Christ, First Baptist Church, Free
Methodist Church, and the Woman's Christian Temperance
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Union, all of Sayre, Pa., favoring the national prohibition reso-
lution ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MORIN: Petition of A. J. Wurtz and 15 others of
the Carnegle Institute of Technology, of Pittsburgh, Pa., with
reference to the migratory bird treaty act, House bill 20080; to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.
~ By Mr. NOLAN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of
Santa Rosa, Cal., indorsing House bill 1350, the Webb bill, when
modified as suggested by the Merchants' Association of New
York, so as to permit cooperative action in export trade; to the
‘Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of American Independence Union, Pacific Build-
ing, San Franecisco, Cal.,, Daniel O’Connell, president, and John
A. Miller, secretary, protesting against alleged encroachment of
lexecutive upon legislative branch of government and urging that
every means possible be used to preserve peace with Germany
‘and her allies; to the Committee on Forelgn Affairs.

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of L. E. Dow and 14 other em-
ployees of the Post Office Department, urging Congress to in-
‘crease their salaries; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

By Mr. ROWE : Petition of Adele O, Merritt, Brooklyn, N. Y.,
favoring the migratory bird treaty act; to the Committee on
Forelgn Affairs.

Also, petition of Henry G. Seaver, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring
the migratory bird treaty act; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

Also, petition of the Bird Lovers’ Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y,
favoring the migratory bird treaty act; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring
a prohibition amendment to the Constitution of the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. :

By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of
Philadelphia, commending the act of the Executive in severing
relations with Germany; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Union League Club, of New York Clty,
indorsing act of the President of the United States in severing
‘diplomatie relations with Germany; to the Committee on For-
elgn Affairs,

Also, petition of the Wine and Spirit Importers’ Society of
the United States, protesting against the mail-exelusion bill; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. TAVENNER: Memorial of Charles J. Weigand, sec-
retary of Lodge No. 695, International Associatlon of Machinists,
Rock Island, Iil., protesting against war; to thé Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TINKHAM: Memorial of a meeting of the board of
government of the Hooker Association of Massachusetts, favor-
ing universal and compulsory military fraining for all male
‘citizens of the United States; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. VAN DYKE: Petition of 8t. Paul (Minn.) Union
‘Ministers’ Association, favoring Federal censorship of motlon
pictures; to the Committee on Education. -

By Mr. VARE: Petition of Delaware River Branch, American
Society of Marine Draftsmen, asking increased salary; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs. .

SENATE.
Trurspay, February 15, 1917.
(Legislative day .of Wednesday, February 1}, 1917.)

The Senate reassembled at 10.30 o'clock a. m., on the expira-
tion of the recess.

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 19410) making appropriations for
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1918, and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is the appeal
from the decision of the Chair that the amendment of the
Senator from Iowa [Mr, Cuaains] is in order,

Mr, SMOOT, I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-_

swered to their names:

Ashurst Culberson Hollls Lane
Bankhead Cummins James Lea, Tenn.
Brandegee rtis Johnson, Me. Martine, N, J.
Broussard Fernald Johnson, 8. Dak, Myers

Bryan Fletcher Jones Nelson
Chamberlaln Gallinger Ke‘nlgon Overman
Clapp Harding La Follette Owen

Page Sheppard Smith, 8. C. . Vardaman
Penrose Sherman Bmoot . Walsh
Robinson Blmmons Tillman ‘Warren
Shafroth Smith, Ga. Townsend Weeks

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have been requested to
announce that the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gogre] is de-
tained from the Senate on account of illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is not a quorum present. The Secre-
tary will ecall the roll of absentees.

The Secretary called the names of absent Senators, and Mr,
CatroN, Mr, McCumBer, Mr, MarTiN of Virginia, Mr. THoMAS,
Mr. WapswortH, and Mr, WiLLtams answered to their names
when called.

Mr. Reep, Mr. Kirey, Mr. Savrssury, Mr. Norgis, and Mr,
Brapy entered the Chamber and answered to their names.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-five Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present.

BENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the credentials of JoraN SHAre Wirniams, chosen by the quali-
fied electors of the State of Mississippi a Senator from that
State, for the term beginning March 4, 1917, which will be
printed in the Recorp and placed on the files of the Senate,

The credentials are as follows:

STaTE OF MISSISSIPPL.
To the PRESIDEXT OF THE BENATE OF THE UNITED STATES:
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting:

This is to certify that on the Tth day of November, 1016, Joux
SHARP WILLTIAMS was duly chosen by the qualified electors of the State
of Misslesippl a Sepator from the sald State to represent said SBtate in
the Senate of the United States for the term of six years, beginning
on ihe 4th day of March, 1917,

Witness : Hls excellency our
seal hereto affixed at Jackson,
the year of our Lord 1917.

[8BAL.]

By the governor.

overnor, Theodore G, Bilbo, and our
iss,, this the 1st day of February, In

Taeopore G. BILBO,

JoserH W. Power, Secretary of State.
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 19410) making appropriations for
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1918, and for other purposes.

Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. President, the pending question, as I
understand, is an appeal from the ruling of the Chair, in which
the Chair held that an amendment which I offered last evening
to the Post Office appropriation bill was in order. The objection
made by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Bryax] was that the
amendment presented general legislation as an amendment to an
appropriation bill, )

I desire to say just a word with regard to the validity of the
ruling. In my opinion the amendment is not general legislation.
If our rule was the same as that recognized in the House of
Representatives the amendment would be subject to a point of
order, but there is a vast difference between * new legislation”
and “ general legislation.” The present law upon the subject
was adopted in an appropriation bill. I think that creates at
least the presumption that the amendment is not general legis-
lation. The present statute is as follows:

Provided, That hereafter every railroad company carrying the malils
shall carry on any traln it operates, and without extra charge there-
for, the persons in charge of the mails when on duty and traveling to
and from duty, and all duly accredited agents and officers of the Post
Office Department and the rallway mail service and chief clerks and

ost-office inspectors while traveling on officlal business upon the ex-
ibition of their credentials.

The amendment which I have proposed seeks to incorporate
in the present law these words: “ Including all terminal elerks,
transfer clerks, and clerks assigned to the offices of division
superintendents.” In my judgment the law as it was passed
last year ought to have been construed to include these post-
office employees, for it provides that * persons in charge of the
mails when on duty and traveling to and from duty, and all
duly accredited agents and officers of the Post Office Depart-
ment ” shall be so carried ; but I understand that the Post Office
Department has ruled that the clerks in the terminal offices,
most of whom have been transferred from the trains to those
offices in order to expedite or to reduce the expense of the
work that is ordinarily done upon railway mail trains, are not
within the statute.

I do not desire at this time to again discuss the merits of the
proposition; but it is obvious to me that an amendment which
simply extends to certain of the Post Office Department em-
ployees the same privileges that are now accorded to other em-
ployees who do practically the same kind of work is not general
legislation.
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